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the market and unsold during a period of twenty 

ears, that they should be sold, in like manner, at 
the price of seventy-five cents per acre; and that 
when they had been in the market and unsold dur- 
ing a period of thirty years, they should be sold in 
ike manner, at the price of fifty cents per acre. 
His amendment provided further, however, that in 
cases of sale at these reduced rates, no patent should 
issue for the land, nor should the purchase be in any 
manner confirmed, until the purchaser had actually 
occupied the land duriug aterm of at least three 

ears. His position at home had made him fa- 
miliar with the evils which were unavoidable, when 
any considerable portion of the lands of a State were 
exempted from taxation, and kept out of settlement 
by remaining the property of thegovernment. This 
was the condition of things in his own State, and 
Maine had been kept in colonial bondage to Massa- 
chusetts almost as long as Rhode Island had occu- 

ied the same relation with Great Britain. There 
was this difference, however, between Maine and 
its sister colony of Rhode Island. The citizens of 
Maine—her MclIntyres, her Bakers, and her Greelys 
—had been imprisoned in British jails, when they 
had denied the old proprietary title; while the Land 
Company of Providence Plantations, more liberal, 
and better liege subjects ef the mother country, had 
themselves provided prisons for such of their citi- 
zens—their Dacre and their Luthers—as had dared 
to deny the ee of a royal charter over jus- 
tice and the will of thefpeople. One of the great 
hardships which had resulted from the colonial po- 
sition of Maine, was the extensive grants of lands 
within her limits to religious, charitable, and educa- 
tional societies, forever exempted from taxation, 
while remaining the property of sach societies; to- 
gether, also, with the large quantity of lands still 
held by the government of Massachusetts, and like- 
wise exempted from taxation. The pioneers of 
Maine had suffered, and still suffer, in re- 
spect to these lands, all the disadvantages 
complained of by the pioneers of the western 
States, in reference to the public lands of the Uni- 
ted States. They find themselves obliged to open 
roads, establish schools, and bear all the burdens of 
local police and government, and thereby make 
marketable, and enhance the value of, lands belong- 
ing to the government, or held by non-tax-paying 
grantees. These are the evils of which the pion- 
eers of Maine justly complain. They formed a 
large part of his own constituents, and he therefore 
better understood their grievances, and felt more 
sympathy forthem. The hardships suffered by the 
noble pioneers of the West were identical in char- 
acter, and very similar in degree, with those com- 
plained of by his own constituents. These hard- 
ships he was now ready to take just measures to re- 
lieve, as well from considerations of public pol- 
icy as from feelings of good will towards the in- 
dustrious and enterprising men who subdued the 
wilderness and endured the privations of a frontier 
life. 

As to lands within her limits owned by Massa- 
chusetts, or non-tax paying grantees, Maine could 
do nothing to relieve the hardships of her people. 
As to lands owned by herself, she could afford re- 
lief, and had done so. She had ceafined the sale of 
all such lands as were fit for settlement, strictly to 
actual settlers, and at a scale of prices ranging from 
fifty cents to one dollar and fit cents per acre. 
Three-fourths of this price she allowed to be paid in 
labor upon roads for the benefit of the settlers them- 
selves; so that the price which she really received 
only ranged from twelve and a half to thirty-seven 
and a half cents peracre. This was the liberal code 


‘ under which Maine was disposing of her settling 


lands. It had received the sanction of both political 
parties, and had worked well in practice. He wished 
to see a system similar in principle applied to the 
public domain of the United States. 


Mr. C. would add, in reference to the land sys- 
tem of Maine, that no titles were perfected except 
by four years’ actual occupation, accompanied by 
certain required ater This has been 
found to effect a prohibition of speculation in the 
settling lands of Maine, while no other system has 
accomplished that object. 











Gentlemen representing older communities, in 
which all the lands were in private hands, would 
not readily realize the disadvantages of the condi- 
tion of things in the western States. Let them sup- 
pose, however, that every alternate farm in their 
own towns, was public property and exempt from 


taxation, thereby duplicating the burdens of those 


ed schools. This supposed case was actually the 
case in point of principle, in all the western States, 
and in portions of many of them, was even more 
aggravated in degree. It was not wonderful that 
they complained. 

Mr. C. here called for the reading of a memorial 
from certain citizens of Augusta, Maine, in which 
it was set forth, that in consequence of the in- 
creased use and improvements of machinery, 
aided by the monopolizing influences of capital, 
the condition of the laboring classes in 
the populous towns had been rendered such as to 
appeal to the favorable consideration of the govern- 
ment, and in which it was suggested that the gov- 
ernment, as a means of relief, should grant its lands 
to actual settlers free of cost. 

The memorial was read accordingly, and Mr. C. 
observed that he knew many of its signers to be 
worthy and estimable citizens, and that he thought 
that many of the ideas contained in it, deserved the 
serious attention of Congress. 


Mr. C. said, in conclusion, that if it was the wish 
of the gentlemen from the new States, who advo- 
cated the bill before the House, to obtain the public 
lands for actual setters, at reduced and just rates, 
they would vote forthe substitute which he had of- 
fered as an amendment, and which effectually pre- 
cluded any possibility that the benefits of the mea- 
sure would be monopolized by speculators. Gen- 
tlemen from the old States, also, who were really 
well-wishers to the less fortunate, but not less wor- 
thy portions of their constituents, would vote for 
this amendment; which would enable the class of 
citizens referred to, who were willing to brave the 
hardships and privations of pioneers, to locate upon 
our public domain, and to become independent free- 
holders and useful members of society. It was the 
highest duty of all governments, and more especial- 
ly of our own, to foster this class of citizens, by 
holding out the amplest means and inducements to 
improve their condition. ‘This government possess- 
ed, as an instrument of effecting this ‘end, a vast 
mine of wealth in its public domain. Having the 
power to act so beneficently upon the condition of 
the people, it should use it with a liberal hand, and 
in a liberal spirit. Justice demands it, and policy 
dictates it. 


Mr.THOMASSON next addressed the committee, 
and explained his objections to the bill under con- 
sideration. He thought three hundred and twenty 
acres too much to be entered by owners of adjoin- 
ing farms, and that this provision would not confine 
the privilege to actual settlers; for the plain inter- 
pretation of that provision was, that a man residing 
in Oregon or Maine might get the 320 acres, pro- 
vided he owned adjacent lands. Mr. T. also spoke 
in opposition to Mr. Cary’s Dil, the various de- 
tails of which he commented on, and showed his 
objections to. He then went on to explain his own 
bill, and advocated its principles. He was in favor 
of graduating the price of the public lands; and 
when they have been in market for fifteen years, he 
would reduce them to fifty centsan acre. He would 
also make a donation to every actual settler, being 
the head of a family, of 40 acres. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked the gentleman if his 
bill limited the sales to the actual settlers. 

Mr. THOMASSON said, No: his bill made a do- 
nation to actual settlers; but, when lands were pur- 
cased at the reduced prices provided in his bill, they 
were not required to cultivate or make actual settle- 
ment on the lands so purchased. They were, im- 
mediately on the payment of the purchase money, 


to receive a like other purchasers. Mr. T. 
expressed his wish to remove the public-lands fund 
entirely from the revenues of the country. He did 


not wish to receive such a revenue from the public 
lands as would furnish an excuse for breaking down 
the system of protection. He expressed the hope 
that some plan of graduation would be adopted, so 


' 
who — taxes, kept roads in repair, and maintain- 
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as to produce a better plan of disposing of the pul- 
lic lands than the present one. 

Mr. ANDREW STEWART desired to know if 
an amendment to the bill was now in order. 

The CHAIR said that an amendment was pend- 
ing. 

‘Mr. STEWART proposed to offer an amend- 
ment to that amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON inquired if there was not an 
amendment to the amendment now pending. ‘The 
gentleman?from Maine [Mr. Cary] offered his bill 
as an amendment, and the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. McDowe tt] offered an amendment to it. 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman from Ohio 
withdrew his amendment. 

The Clerk read Mr. Stewart's amendment. It 
reyes to repeal the section of the distribution 
aw of 1841 which suspends distribution when du- 
ties on imports exceed 20 per cent. 

Mr. HOUSTON raised a point of order. He 
said the amendment was of a character contrary to 
the bill on which the committee was acting. ‘The 
bill proposed to reduce the price of the public lands 
but the amendment related to the disposition of the 
proceeds when received. 

Mr. STEWART said the bill and amendment 
both related to the public lands, and therefore his 
amendment was inorder. He then proceeded to 
speak on the subject generally, and to advocate his 
amendment. 


In the course of his remarks, on the subject of 
the tariff, distribution, &e., into which he digressed 
at some length, Mr. S. inquired of his colleague, 
[Mr. Brotack,} whether, when we had a surpius of 
twelve millions of dollars in the treasury, he would 
go towithhold from Penrsylvania, who had been 
unable for some time to pay interest on her debt, 
her just share ofthe peseae of the public lands, 
and thus to break down the tariff. 

Mr. BIDLACK said he would answer his col- 
league with great cheerfulness. He was opposed 
toany system of taxation that should bring into 
the treasury more revenue than was sufficient to 
meet the expenses of the government, « conomiucally 
administered, and to pay the public debt. If, how- 
ever, the present system yielded more than this, or 
should do so in future, when that contingency 
arose, he would take the subject into serious consid- 
eration. {| Lauchter. 

Mr. STEWART contended that that 
things already existed; and proceeded further to 
urge the arguments, and similar to those which he 
had been advancing. 

Mr. S. having concluded, 

Mr. PAYNE congratulated the gentleman from 
Kentucky, |Mr. Tuomasson,] and the House, at 
the course of the gentlemen on this subject. They 
had been disposed to look to the leading statesman 
of Kentucky of the gentleman’s political senti- 
ments, as obstructing the settlaments of the public 
lands. This wasa happy change which had taken 
place inthe gentleman’s views. Hevexpressed his 
approbation of the principles of the gentleman’s 
scheme, and he should go forit, with an amend- 
ment which he gave notice he should offer to it, to 
increase the amount of land from forty acres, for the 
head of a famiiy, to eighty acres, and for a propor- 
tionable increase in the other grants provided for in 


the bill. 


For other reasons he should sustain the principle 
of the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
He wanted to see the population of the crowded 
cities, the slaves of the manufacturing establish- 
ments—to see every human being who wished to be 
lord of the soil, go into the West, and acquire that 
soil. 

In support of this resolution, he went on very 
different ground from that of the gentleman. The 
gentleman had given, as his reason to diminish the 
revenue of the country, that the existing system 
of taxation should be continued. 

Mr. THOMASSON said the gentleman had mis- 
understood him, and he explained the position he 
had taken, but in terms inaudible to the reporter. 

Mr. PAYNE continued. The gentleman went 
further than he had stated, and said his object was en 
tirely to remove from the treasury the moneys ac- 
cruing from the sale of the public lands, that the 


state of 
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vacuum might be filled by duties on imports, Mr. 


P. had no such idea in advocating the bill, and did 
not believe it would diminish the revenue of the 
country; for this land which was granted would 
never sell to yield anything to the government. It 
would help the States by enabling them to put a tax 
upon the lands, from taxing which, they were now 
prohibited. 

He replied to Mr. Srewart, who he said, had 
thought proper to advocate before the House the 
consideration of the old system of distribution. 
This proposition for twenty years had been brought 
forward on the eve of presidential elections. This 
dietribution of money from the national treasur 
was a system resorted to by political aspirants. It 
was a little too early, he would respectfully suggest 
to the gentleman, to bring forward such a proposi- 
tion; two or three years hence it would better an- 
swer the purpose. 

[Some conversation arose on this point between 
Messrs PAYNE and STEWART. | 

Was there no better mode (he asked) of depleting 
the public treasury than the reckless squandering 
of it among the States? A better plan was, when- 
ever the revenues of our country became too large, 
reason and justice to their constituents demanded 
that there should be a reduction of the burdens upon 
them. He commented on the doctrines of tariff and 
taxation, repudiating the idea of laying heavier bur- 
dens upon the people by way of duties or otherwise 
than indispensably necessary for the support of the 
government. In England, in Russia, in all the coun- 
tries of Kurope, taxation was the curse and burden 
which weighed down and oppressed the people; but 
in the United States a new class of political econo- 
mists had arisen within less than a half century, 
whose doctrine was, that taxation was beneficial to 
the country, and added to the prosperity of the 
nation. The people could not be sonsiaiel of it. 

Is that the policy which the gentleman expects 
the people of the United States to sanction, and 
which political writers of former days have regarded 
unwise and pernicious? The best political writers 
have considered that nation as the most prosperous 
in which commerce was extended, in which enter- 
prise was encouraged, and in which every facility was 
afforded to the producers to send their produce to all 
parts of the world, and bring back the produce of 
other countries in return. Yet, said he, we are told 
at this time of day to adopt this Chinese policy of 
closing our ports, shutting out commerce, living 
within ourselves as the best way of bringing wealth 
into the countrys 

Mr. STEWART said his was nota Chinese pol- 
icy. It was to tax British manufactures, and shift 
the t.x from the American manufacturer on to the 

iritish. ‘That was American policy. 

Mr. PAYNE ask what was Chinese policy if 
it was not to exclude the goods of other nations by 
heevy taxation? ‘The Chinese policy was to tax 
British goods, to tax American goods, and the goods 
of ail other nations, so as to exclude their commerce. 
‘This was Chinese policy, and the gentleman recom- 
mended it for the adoption of this nation. 

W hule on this subject, he would ask leave of the 
House to tel] un anecdote, which was so apt to the 
purpose that he could not pass it over, though he 
was not in the hebit of telling anecdotes. He would 
first, however, premise that the sons of the Emerald 
isle had been always the subject of the jeers of the 
rest of the worid, for no other reason, he believed, 
than because they were so impatient that they al- 
ways gave an answer before they heard the question. 
And he would further remark—and he had no other 
object than the truth in saying so—that the Irish na- 
tion were superior to the rest of the world. The 
boasted Anglo-Saxon race, in his opinion, were 
their inferiors. But to the anecdote. An old Irish- 
man and his wife came to the conclusion that the 
would trade exclusively among themselves; and, 
buying a barrel of whiskey, agreed that the wife 
should keep bar one day and the husband the next, 
and so on alternately. The old man had a bit with 
which he saaibanied a pint of whiskey one day, and 
the old woman, in her turn, with the sanie bit, pur- 
chased a pint on the next, and in this way they con- 
tinued to trade till the barrel of whiskey was drank 
out, and nothing but the bit was left. ‘This was the 
kind of trade that the gentleman recommended for 
this country. 

Mr. P. then went on to speak of the bill before 
the committee. He supported it because it would 
enable the States to tax the lands within their limi ts 
which they were now unable to do. He support- 





ers of numbers of our fellow-citizens who are now 
destitute of homes for their wives and their children. 
While he did this, he was for keeping the proceeds 
of the land sales in the treasury of the United 
States, where they would be used in paying the ex- 
penses of this government, and to that amount dis- 
pensing with the necessity of taxation. He was 
for exercising arigid system of economy, and cur- 
tailing the expenses of the government; and he 
wished the revenue that was accumulating in the 
treasury to remain there until the voice of the peo- 
ple, reverberating from the glens, hills, and valleys 
of the country, demanded a reduction of the tariff 
down to a revenue standard. 

Mr. WELLER observed that the debate was ta- 


king a wide range, embracing the whole system of || 


general policy, and he thought, therefore, that it was 
time it was ended. He would move that the com- 
mittee rise, with a view of offering a resolution for 
that purpose. 

The question being put on Mr. We.Ler’s motion, 
it was adopted, and the committee rose and reported 
progress. 

Mr. WELLER then offered a resolution that all 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the bill to re- 
duce and graduate the price of the public lands in 
favor of actual settlers should cease at 12 o’clock to- 
morrow, andthe committee should then proceed to 
vote on the amendments pending to said bill, and 
then report the same to the House. 

Mr. 5 E. CARY moved to amend the resolution 
by substituting one o’clock for twelve; which being 
accepted by the mover, the resolution, under the op- 
eration of the previous question, was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMASSON communicated the resolutions 
of the legislature of Kentucky, giving their assent to 
the purchase of a site for a marine hospital. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. FRENCH hoped his friend from Alabama 
would permit him to have the resolutions of Ken- 
tucky referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
where they properly belonged. 

The resolutions were accordingly referred. 

The question was then put on Mr. Hovuston’s 
motien, and carried. 


So the House resolved itself into a Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union, and resumed 
the consideration of the bill to graduate and reduce 
the price of the public lands in favor of actual set- 
tlers, when 

Mr. BOWER rose and addressed the committee 
in favor of the bill. It would be useless for him to 
recapitulate the many arguments that might be used 
in favor of this measure. It was known to every west- 
ern man 
country in the West remote from the water courses 
and large townn where the lands never would bring 
the price asked for them by the government. These 
lands were bringing in no revenue to the govern- 
ment; and, for want of the power to tax them, con- 
tributed nothing to the revenues of the State. It 
would be good policy, therefore, to set them at such 
a price as one enable the poor and industrious 
settler to purchase them, and thus provide a home 
for his wife and children. 

Mr. B. refuted the argument that had been urged 
against this bill, that it would benefit speculators. 
On the contrary, he showed that, of all measures 
that could be devised, it was the best to prevent 
speculation in the public lands, and promote their 
actual settlement and cultivation. He paid a high 
tribute to the character of the pioneers of the West, 
whom this bill was intended chiefly to benefit, and 
spoken of them as their country’s most useful citi- 
zens in peace,and best defenders in time of war. 
This measure had been agitated fora number of 
years, and instead of being considered as a great 
question of national policy, had been whittled down 
to a mere party question. He believed that it 
would be the best policy to bring these waste lands 
into cultivation, by reducing their price to the abili- 
ty of those who, though too poor to purchase lands 
at the present price, would be able to enter them at a 
price more proportioned to their value. In this 
way the productive industry of the country would 
be increased, and happiness and comfort afforded to 
numbers who were now destitute of homes of their 
own. 

Mr. D. L.SEYMOUR continued the debate in op- 
position to the bill. 

Mr. JAMESON replied to some of the gentle- 
man’s arguments. He said it was a visionary 


ed it because it would make freemen and landhold- || scheme, as had been suggested, to send appraisers 





in the House that there were sections of || 


to value the public land now lying in nine States and 
three Territories of this Union. The cost of such an 
appraisement would be as much as the whole one 
hundred and twelve millions of acres were worth 
and would not be a reliable authority even then, for 
these appraisers might be open to various influences. 
He thought the basis on which this bill placed the 
price was the best that could be taken. C relation 
to the lands lying in Louisiana and Florida, he ol. 
served that they were purchased with the treasure of 
the whole Union, and were not, therefore, part of 
the cessions of any of the old States. And if some. 
thing had been expended in defending those and the 
other public lands, he held that it was no argument 
against them. The West did not object to the ex- 
penses of the last war, which was brought about by 
the interests of the eastern States; and this should be 
remembered when gentlemen boasted of the liveral- 
ity of the general government of the States from 
which they came. True, New York, Virginia 
North Carolina, and Georgia, ceded their lands: but 
the people of the West had paid for the lands which 
they cultivated, while the people of the old States 
entered upon theirs without price. The gentleman 
from Vermont, [Mr. Marsu,] a few days ago took 
the ground that the time the lands had remained jy 
the market unsold, was no criterion of the value of 
that land. ‘This was a false position. 

He denied that proposition. If the gentleman 
would go through the western States, he would as- 
certain the fact, that it wasa certain criterion of the 
value of thelands. The ay of the general goy- 
ernment, since these lands had first}been brought into 
market in 1803, had been only to put such quantity of 
lands into market ata time as would command the 
prices which the government asked for them. This 
policy had been carried out; and there had been sold 
about one hundred and twelve millions of acres, 
and about one hundred and twelve millions remain- 
ed now in the market. A great portion of this one 
hundred and twelve millions had been in market for 
years; and however long they might be continued, 
they would not bring a dollar and a quarter, for the 
reason that they were not worth it. In Missouri 
there were some forty odd million acres of land, of 
which there remained thirty-two millions unsold, 
and it would remain unsold for one hundred years, 
if the price was held at one dollar and a quarter 
per acre. ‘ 

He took the ground that it would be an advan- 
tage to the States and to the general government to 
graduate the prices of the public lands; and his 
main object in rising had been to say that, unless it 
was done, more than half the lands in Missouri 
would not be entered, and in twenty years would be 
worth nothing, for their timber would be taken off. 
His object was to save the timber to the country, 
and enable the State to tax the lands, and thus 
help both the State and the general government. 
The lands of Missouri were called spotted lands: 
one strip was good, and another bad. On the forest 
lands was the best timber; these would not be en- 
tered, but the rich prairies would be taken, and the 
settlers would help themselves to timber off of 


“Uncle Sam’s” land, (for it was known that they - 


sometimes went over on to it for timber, and some 
times for plow land.) If this graduation was estab- 
lished, these poor lands would be taken, and thus 
the government would get something for them. 
Then he held that the gentleman from Ver- 
mont was mistaken, when he said that the 
time the lands had been in market was no 
criterion of their value. He ventured to say 
that one good spot of land in Missouri could 
not be found now vacant that had been in market 
ten years. The good land was taken up justas 
fast as itcame into market. 
The gentleman from Vermont had made very in- 
— appeals to different interests—to the distri- 
ution and te the anti-tariff men—against this bill. 
Mr. J. told them this bill would be an advantage to 
both of them; if the distribution policy was ever car- 
ried out, this bill would place the lands in a condi- 
tion to bring something; and the anti-tariff men, if 
they wanted to help to supply the treasury with the 
proceeds of these lands, would find this the only 
way to get anything from a great portion. 
bjections had been made to this bill by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky and other gentlemen, because 
they wanted distribution. But this and the other 
measures of the 27th Congress had been condemned 
by the people. These were serious and incontro- 
vertible objection to the distribution scheme. It 
was only one of the appendages of a protective 
tariff, to find the ways and means by which the 
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oeople could be taxed, and the money thrown out, 
and the people taxed again to get it back. 

He referred to the arguments of Mr. Vinton, who 
(he said) had objected to this scheme because it 
would be an opening of this country too much to the 
people, and would induce them out of these manu- 
facturing establishments. Mr J. took the ground 
that ours was, and must necessarily be, an agri- 
cultural country; and if they were allowed to take 
this land at prices they were able to pay, they would 
not be able to keep them off. J : 

He contended further in favor of this bill, that it 
was the duty of the general government to pass all 
liberal and necessary measures to withdraw, as soon 
as possible, her jurisdiction from the States. She 
exercised a jurisdiction now over three-fourths of 
Missouri; while Missouri exercised jurisdiction over 
one-fourth of her own territory. She wasnot hence 
on an equal footing with the rest of the States. 

The gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Cavsin,] he 
said had made a flourish against this bill, viz: that 
the old States had fought, and spilt their blood for 
these lands; and, therefore, he argued, the price of 
themshould not be reduced. He (Mr. J.) asked 
if the settlers in the new States, and their fathers, did 
not constitute a part of the old States at the time of 
this fighting, and had they not an equal claim to 
them on this ground? 

This bill, he argued, proposed the best mode of 
ascertaining the true value of these lands. It pro- 
posed that after they had been iu market for five 
years, they should ,sell at one collar per acre, ten 
years at seventy-five cents, fifteen years at fifty 
cents, and twenty years at twenty-five cents. This 
was as direct and practicable a way as there was of 
ascertaining the real value of the lands, and dispos- 
ig of them accordingly. 

Mr. J. having concluded, 

Mr. HAMLIN obtained the floor; and on his 
motion the committee rose and reported progress. 

Mr. BAYLY, on leave reported, from the Com- 

mittee on Foreign Affairs, a bill for the relief of 
Capt. Thomas Ap. C. Jones; which was twice read, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with PLS documents, ordered to be 
rinted. 
Mr. MORRIS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, on leave, reported a bill for the relief of 
er Watson; which was twice read, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the follow- 
ing communications, which were referred to appro- 
priate committees. 

A communication from the Department of State, 

in answer to a resolution of the House calling for 
the causes of the increase of expenditure for the re- 
lief of American seamen in foreign countries. 
_A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report from the director of the 
mint, showing the operations of that institution for 
the past year. 

A communication from the same in answer to a 
resolution of the House, transmitting a report from 
the Solicitor of the Treasury on the subject of em- 
lezzlements of public money. 

A communication from the same, transmitting a 
report from the Secretary of State in answer to a 
resolution of the House of the 16th ultimo, on the 
subject of the boundaries of the republic of Texas. 

A communication from the Treasury Department, 
inanswer to a resolution of the House, showing the 
iumber of officers of the customs, and the amount 
of revenue, tonnage, &c, at the principal ports of the 
United States. 

A communication from the same, transmitting a 
statement of the Second Comptroller, showing the 
amount of appropriations for the naval service for 
the past year. 

communication from the same, in answer to a 
resolution of the House on the subject of the Louis- 
ville and Portland canal. 

Several bills from the Senate received their first 
and second readings, and were referred to appropri- 
ate committees. 

Mr. SLIDELL rose to a privileged question. He 
moved to reconsider the vote on laying on the table 
the resolutions of the Louisiana [egislature on the 
Subject of the annexation of Texas. 

Mr. S_ stated that his object in moving for 
& reconsideration of these resolutions was to no- 
lice certain assertions which he found in the Globe 
this morning as having passed in this building in re- 
lation to the late presidential election in Louisiana. 

(Mr. Suupext alluded to the remarks of Senator 
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Barrow of Louisiana, made in the Senate yesterday 
relative to election frauds in Louisiana, published in 
the Globe of last evening. The rules of the House 
precluded Mr. S. from speaking of what had taken 
place in the Senate. 

Mr. SCHENCK called Mr. Sume x to order. 

Mr. SLIDELL said he did not intend to vio- 
late the rules of order: if he should do so, the 
Speaker would call him to order. He had 
not been willing to intrude petty party squabbles 
into the discussion of so grave a subject as the an- 
nexation of an extensive territory and a gallant peo- 
ple to this confederacy; and for that reason, if for 
no other, would he have declined replying to the al- 
lusions made to election frauds in Louisiana 
by an honorable gentleman from North Carolina. 
Other considerations, too, existed for such forbear- 
ance, which would readily suggest themselves to the 
House. 

But the source from which the wholesale charge 
of fraud in the Globe emanates, imperatively re- 
quired that it should be promptly noticed and repel- 
led. 

He denied, then, emphatically that the late elec- 
tion in Louisiana had ees carried by fraud. He 
asserted that the democratic electors received a larger 
majority of legal votes than the official canvass in- 
dicates. He would freely admit that there may 
have been, ond probably were, instances of illegal 
votes cast for the democratic ticket. Such instances 
always occurred in every warmly contested election, 
and more especially in districts where parties 
are not nicely balanced. But he did deny that 
the leaders of the democratic party in Louisiana 
either encouraged or sanctioned such illegal voting. 
It was true that arrrangements had been made by 
the democratic party to give a property qualification 
to persons having the other constitutir nal requisites 
aselectors; but in so doing they were only acting 
partially, and ina comparatively limited district, 
upon a system which the whigs had organized 
throughout the State. He had no doubt whatever, 
that ifa balance could have been struck of every 
vote on either side, illegally rejected, or illegally re- 
ceived, the result would have been a large addition 
to the democratic majority in the State of Louisiana. 
He had no disposition to occupy the time of the 
House by entering into details which would proba- 
bly interest no one there; and would, therefore, re- 
serve any more extended explanation until he should 
have seen from some responsible person a more defi- 
nite charge than had yet been made. 

He would not indulge in the acrimonious lan- 
guage which had been used in another part of this 
building, and to which the rules of this House 
would not permit him more particularly to refer. 
Some palliation for it might perhaps be found in 
the bitterness of disappointed hopes. But he should 
feel that he was not doing justice to the democracy 
of Louisina, if he did not declare it to be his solemn 
and deliberate conviction, that nine-tenths of all 
election frauds that have ever been perpetrated in 
that State were of whig origin, and in favor of whig 
candidates. Mr. S. then withdrew his motion. 


PUBLICATION OF THE LAWS. 

Mr. ROBERT SMITH, by general consent, ob- 
tained leave, and introduced a bill to provide for the 
publication of the laws of the United States in the 
several States and Territories, and for other pur- 
poses: read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. PHCENIX, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of the owners of 
the ship Herald, of Baltimore: read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, 

Mr. DELLET, by general consent, obtained 
leave. and introduced a bill for the relief of Peter 
Randall; which was twice read, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. FISH introduced a bill providing for the 
erection of a building on Governor’s Island, State of 
New York: referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PRATT offered a resolution requesting the 
Secretary of the Treasury to communicate to the 
House why the report on commerce and navization 
for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1844, had 
not been furnished to the House, and asking wheth- 
erany additional clerical force was necessary to en- 
able him to have it prepared and furnished: 
agreed to. 


DISTRICT COURT OF LOUISIANA. 
Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, reported a bill from the Senate entitled 
An act to repeal the act for the better organization 
of the district court of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Louisiana; and, 

On motion by Mr. SLIDELL, the bill was put 
gg passage, and read the third time, and 

assed, 

The House adjourned. 





The following notices, of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Cecilia Ragaw, fora 
pension on account of the services of her husband as a sol- 
dier and officer of the revolutionary war 

By Mr. HENLEY: The remonstrance of C, Evans against 
the purchase by general government of the invention of 
W. M. Wright, of Pittsburg, forthe prevention of explo- 
sions of steam boilers: referred to the Committee on Pa- 
tents. 

By Mr. P. B. JOHNSON: Two petitions, numerously 
signed by citizens of Morgan county, Ohio, praying for the 
reduction in the rates of postage 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Benjamin Cressey for 
a pension for injuries received during the last war: referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memoriel of many citizens of the 
city of New York, praying for the passage ofa law forbid- 
ding any further traflic in the public lands; and that they be 
lai Lout in farms or lots for the use of such citizens (not 
dossessed of other lands) as will occupy them. Also the pe- 
tition of many citizensof New York, praying fora reduc 
tion of the rates of postage. 

By Mr. lL E. MORSE: The petition of Wm. Pumphrey, of 
Louisiana, for the confirmation of a tract of land: referved, 
withthe accompanying documents, tothe Comuinittee on 
Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. ARRINGTON: The petition of citizens residing 
near Hunt’s Cross Roads,in Nash county, North Carolina, 
praying forthe establishment of a mail route from S.ash 
ville, North Carolina, to that place: referred to the Commit. 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Henry I 
Bloom and others, of Will county, lilinois, for leave to se 
lect a new school section: referred to the committer on 
Public Lands. Also the proceedings of a public meeting 
at Naperville, Illinois, in favor of a donation of pubiic 
landstov the Illinois and Michigan canal: relerret to the 
Committee on Public Lands 


By Mr. TYLER: The petition of James Giddings and ot} 
ers, of Chautanque coun y, New York, praying tor the re 
duction ofthe rates of postage and the abolition of the 
franking privilege. Also of the same, remonstrating against 
the annexation of Texas, and against the admission « \ 
new slave State intothe Union. Also of the same, praying 
forthe abolition of slavery and the slave trade in th 
District of Columbia, and in the Territories of the United 
States, ax well as the internal slave trade, and for the repeal 


ofcertain laws in the 
slavery. 


District of Columbia in relation to 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, February 5, 1845. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting the report of the director of the mint, 
showing the operations of that establishment for 
the year 1844; which, on motion of Mr. EVANS, 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

A message was received from the Elouse of Rep- 
resentatives, informing the Senate that that we 
had concurred in its resolution for the appointment 
of a joint committee to count the votes for President 
and Vice President elect; and that Messrs. Burke, 
Cuaprett, Severance, C. J. Incersont, and 
VANCE were appointed a committee on their part. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memorial frota A. 
Fitch, of the firm of Fitch, Brothers, & Co., of 
Marseilles, in France, praying the payment of their 
account for interest and disbursements as navy 
agents of the United States for indemnity for inju- 
ries suffered in their credit in consequence of the re- 
vocation of their appointment by the Senate: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a petition from a 
number of citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the adoption of Evans's safety-guard for the 
prevention of explosion of steam boilers, in all 
steam engines constructed for the public use: refer- 
red to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition signed by 
a number of citizens of Jackson county, Missoun, 
praying for the establishment of a mail route from 
the town of Independence to Weston: referred to 
he Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of New York, praying that the pom cigen 
of mathematics may be abolished in the navy, and 
that the same means used in the support of that 
corps may be used in the support of naval schools; 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr, ASHLEY, it waa 
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Reaalved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire inio the expediency of increasing the 
pay and emoluments of such military store-keepers as are 
not stationed at arsenals of construction. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Finance, to which was referred the resolution of the 
Senate directing an inquiry into the propriety of 
providing by law that all assistant collectors of the 
customs, and others acting as collectors, shall, be- 
fore entering on the duties pertaining to that office, 
give bond, and take the usual oath of office, report- 
ed a bill relating to the duties of collectors of cus- 
toms; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 


ing. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back, without amendment, House bill 
making appropriation for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1845. 

Also reported back, with amendment, the bill 
from the House, making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions for the year 1845. 

Also reported back, without a amendment, and 
a recommendation that it do pass, the bill making ap- 
propriations for the payment of revolutionary and 
other pensioners of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1845. 

Mr. TAPPAN asked leave to introduce a bill 
granting to the county of Wyandot, in the State of 
Ohio, certain town lots in the town of Upper San- 
dusky. Mr. T. in introducing the bill, remarked 
that the State of Ohio had established the new coun- 
ty of Wyandot, which was included ina tract of 
land belonging to the United States. It was the 
practice in the State of Ohio, when a new county 
was laid out, for the property holders in that 
county to give a portion of their lots for the pur- 
pose of enabling the county to erect public build- 
ings. The government, in this case, not only owned 
the property of the county town, but a large part of 
the county around. The bill was therefore to give 
to the county certain lots for town purposes. 

The bill was then introduced, read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

REANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations having reported yesterday upon 
the subject of annexation, which brought back all 
the propositions before the Senate, he asked that 
the bill submitted by hima short time back be taken 
up for the purpose of enabling him to withdraw 
it from the Senate, and to submit another in its 
lace. 

The bill was accordingly taken up, when Mr. 
BENTON, on leave, withdrew it, and submitted 
the following in lieu thereof, viz: 

A BILL to provide for Ce maaan of Texas to the Uni- 
ted States. 

Brit enacted Ay the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
a State, to be formed out of the present republic of Texas, 
with suitable extent and boundaries, and with two repre- 
sentatives in Congress until the next apportionment of rep- 
resentation, shall be admitted into the Union by virtue of 
this act, onan equal footing with the existing States, as 
soon as the terms and conditions of such admission, and the 
cession of the remaining Tesian territory to the United 
States shall be agreed upon by the government of Texas 
aud the Lnited States 

Sec 2. dnd he it further enacted, That the sum of one 


hundred thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated to defray the expenses of missions and negotia- 
tions to agree upon the terms of said admission and cession, 
either by treaty, to be submilted to the Senate, or by arti- 


cles to be submitted to the two Houses of Cougress, as the 
President may direct 

The bill having been read— 

Mr. BENTON said he would avail himself of 
the indulgence of the Senate to state the reasons 
which induced him to offer it. It was a copy, he 
said, substantially, of the bill which he had pre- 
viously offered, with the omission of all the terms 
and conditions which that bill contained. He had 
been induced to omit all these conditions because of 
the difficulty of agreeing upon them, and because it 
was now clear that whatever bill was passed upon 
the subject of Texas, the execution of it must de- 
volye upon the new President, who had been just 
elected by the people with a view to this object. 
He had confidence in Mr. Polk, and was willing to 
trust the question of terms and conditions to his un- 
trammelled discretion, certain that he would do the 
best that he could for the success of the object, 
the harmony of the Union, and the peace and honor 
of the country. He had, therefore, withdrawn all 
the terms and conditions which his previous bill 
contained, and only retained its cardinal features, 
naumely, the admission of a Texian State by law, the 
gession of the remaining Texian territory to the 
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United States, and the adjustment of the terms and 
conditions of this admission and cession by envoys, 
or commissioners, subject to the confirmation of the 
two governments. This seemed to him to be the 
natural, practicable way of proceeding, and was cer- 
tainly the most respectful to Texas. 

The joint resolution sent up from the House of 
Representatives was nething but a proposal, and a 
proposal clogged with conditions, and limited as to 
ume. If it passed both Houses of our Congress, it 
might be rejected by Texas; and then the process of 
making proposals would have to commence again. 
Legislative propositions, interchanged by two legisla- 
tive bodies, sitting in two different countries, at the 
distance of near twothousand miles apart, was a slow 
way of coming to conclusions; and, unless some more 

racticable method was adopted, the annexation of 
rexas might be looked upon as an event deferred 
for years. Commissioners, or envoys, to discuss 
propositions face to face, with a right to give as well 
as to take—with power to yield as well as to de- 
mand—rcan alone be competent to the successful ter- 
mination of such a business. He therefore adhered 
to that part of his former bill which proposed to 
send ministers to settle the terms of annexation. 

The occasion (said Mr. B.) is an extraordinary 
one, and requires an extraordinary mission. The 
voluntary union of two independent nations isa rare 
oceurrence, and is worthy to ke attended by every 
circumstance which lends it dignity, promotes its 
success, and makes it satisfactory. When England 
and Scotland were united, at the commeneement of 
the last century, no less than thirty-one commis- 
sioners were employed to agree upon the terms; and 
the terms they agreed upon received the sanction of 
the Parliaments of the two kingdoms, and com- 
pleted a union which had been in vain attempted for 
one hundred years. Extraordinary missions, na- 
tionally constituted, have several times been resort- 
ed to in our own country, and always with public 
approbation, whether successful or not. The first 
Mr. Adams sent Marshall, Gerry, and Pinckney to 
the French directory in 1798: Mr. Jefferson sent 
Ellsworth, Davie, and Murray to the French consu- 
lar government of 1800: Mr. Madison sent Adams, 

dayard, Gallatin, Clay, and Russell to Ghent in 
1814. All these missions, and others which might 
be named, were nationally constituted—composed of 
eminent citizens taken from each political party, and 
from different sections of the Union; and, of course, 
all favorable to the object for which they were em- 
ployed. Anoccasion has occurred which, in my opin- 
ion, requires a mission similarly constituted—as nu- 
merous as the missions to Paris or to Ghent—and 
composed of citizens from both political parties, and 
from the non-slaveholding as well as the slavehold- 
ing States. Such a commission could hardly fail to 
be successful not merely in agreeing upon the terms 
of the union, but it agreeing upon terms which 
would be satisfactory to the people and the govern- 
ments of the two countries. And here, to avoid 
misapprehension and the appearance of disrespect 
where the contrary is felt, I would say that the gen- 
tleman now in Texas as the chargé of the United 
States, is, in my opinion, eminently fit and proper 
to be one of the envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary which my bill contemplates. 

The bill which | now propose (said Mr. B.) is 
brief and plain, but comprehensive and effectual. It 
proposes to admit one Texian State—to obtain a 
cession of the remaining Texian territory—and to 
settle the terms and conditions of the admission and 
cession by the usual and practicable mode of nego- 
tiation. 

The admission of the State, or rather its right to 
admission, is to be complete under the bill. It is to 
be admitted by virtue of the act! so that no future 
legislation will be necessary for that purpose, and 
the possibility of a Missouri controversy will be 
entirely avoided. The admitted State is to have all 
the rights of the existing States from the moment of 
her admission, not only theoretically, but practi- 
cally; for the bill fixes her representation in the 
federal Congress, and avoids all delay or debate up- 
on that point. It says nothing about senetors, for 
there the constitution alone is sufficient: it both 
gives the right to senators, and fixes the number. 
To representatives it gives the right, but leaves it to 
Congress to fix the number. This bill fixes it, and 
gives to the first Texian State two members—a 
number to which her present population will entitle 
her, and which will be sensibly increased before 
the process of admission can be accomplished, and 
doubled or trebled before the new apportionment 


under the census of 1850 can be extended to her. 








A State of proper size being formed, the cession 
of the remaining Texian territory to the United 
States becomes indispensable; and here the joint 
resolution from the Sones of Representatives jx 
essentially defective. It admits the whole republic 
of Texas} as one State, and provides no means 
of reducing her limits without her consent. In fact, 
when once admitted as a State, she never can be 
reduced without her consent: the constitution of the 
United States forbids it; and the equilibrium of ovr 
system will not admit of such overpowering pre- 
ponderance in any one member of the Union. This 
1s nota new point in our history: it has occured 
before, and has been decided. The early history of 
our confederacy is full of instruction upon it. Many 
of the States, at the close of the revolution, were 


| found to be too large for the safety of the rest, and the 


most persevering efforts were made to reduce them, 
As early as 1780, they were called upon by the con- 
tinental Congress to reduce their limits, and cede 


| their surplus territory. Some yielded readily from 


feelings of harmony and conciliation—those feelings 
being rather stronger then than they are now. Vir- 
ginia ceded gratuitously all her territory beyond 
the Ohio river. Connecticut did not cede for twen- 
ty years, and then got two and a half millions for 
her small claim on the shore of Lake Erie. Georgia 
held out until 1802, and then got a million and a 
quarter in money, five millions of acres of land scrip, 
and an obligation to extinguish Indian titles and re- 
move Indians, which has cost tens of millions, 
for the territory alone which forms the single 
State of Mississippi. It required the most perse- 
vering exertions, as we all know, aided by the kind- 
ly spirit which then prevailed, and the overpower- 
ing necessity to provide for the revolutionary debt, 
to obtain from the great States the contraction of 
their limits and the cession of their surplus territory 
to the Union. Our ancestors accomplished the work, 
and they took care, as they fully believed, to guard 
against the like danger in all time tocome. They 
took care, at once, and in the very acts of cession, 
to fix the number and extent of the new Siates, 
making them of proper number and size, so that 
the danger of overshadowing States, to predominate 
in the Elouse of Representatives, or of small ones, 
to rule in the Senate, was equally avoided. ‘This 
was wise: it was a necessary precaution against fu- 
ture dangers and difficulties. And shall such an ex- 
ample be lost upon us? Shall we voluntarily throw 
ourselves back into a condition far worse than that 
from which our fathers, with so much care, wisdoni, 
patriotism, and even money, succeeded in extrica- 
ting us? Texas is far larger than the Northwestern 
Territory; yet our ancestors would not risk the 
danger of a single State there, nor even of a mult- 
tude of small ones: they wisely fixed the number 
of the whole, and the extent of each, so as to avoid 
the danger of both extremes. 

Gentlemen suppose that Texas will voluntarily 


, reduce herself: it is a supposition contrary to ail 


human experience. But suppose she does; what 
then? Consequences immediately restlt which 1t Is 
impossible to encounter. By the joint resolution 
Texas is to keep her lands, and pay her own debts. 
These lands would lie without the limits of the re- 
duced State, and are covered by Indian tribes. To 
pay her own debts out of these lands would, there- 
fore, involve the administration of a land system 1!) 
adifferent State, or ina territory belonging to the 
United States. It would also involve the manage- 
ment of Indian affairs in the State or Territory where 
Indian tribes held the lands. All this would be im- 
possible. Nobody <could think of such a thing. 
State quarrels, Indian wars, distraction and contu- 
sion, and the involvement of the United States in «!! 
the difficulties that would ensue, would be the inev'- 
table consequences of such protrusion of State au- 
thority into another State, or into a territory, and 
among the Indian tribes. Reduction of limits 
would be about as calamitousas retention of limits; 
it would be for Texas to decide which calamity she 
would inflict; for the United States would not even 
have the — privilege of choosing between ther. 
All would be at the option of Texas. 
I say this upon the assumption that Texas woud 
accept our proposal, and — the Union upen 
the terms of the joint resolution: but l have no idea 
that she would do any such thing, except for the pur- 
pose of prescribing her own terms as the price of reditc- 
ing her limits and relinquishing her claimsto her re- 
maining territory. By the terms of the resolution 
she is to surrender her custom-houses—her main 
source for money—and her debts out of lands 


which are in the hands of the formidable Caman- 
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ches, and other savage Indians, and which will cost 
their value in money, and more than their value in 
blood, to obtain from these Indians. She never can 
accept annexation on such terms, except to make 
her own terms afterwards for the reduction of her 
limits and the cession of her remaining territory; 
and that is the precise reason why the United States 
should settle these terms beforehand. 

I do not dwell upon other objectionable features 
in the joint resolution; but itis impossible to over- 
look the defect in relation to naturalization. We 
may be willing to receive the people of Texas as 
aliens, living within one of our States, and trust 
ourselves to naturalize them hereafter; but in a mat- 
ter so essential to their rights and honor, they may 
wish it settled beforehand. The joint resolution is 
silent upon this point: commissioners, under the 
plan I propose, can settle it; and without a settle- 
mentof that point, or power to settle it, I should 
deem it useless to send our proposals to Texas. 

In withdrawing from my bill the terms and con- 
ditions which had been proposed as a basis of nego- 
tiation, 1 do not withdraw them from the consider- 
ation of those who may direct the negotiation. 1 
expect them to be considered, and, as far as judged 

roper, to be acted on. The compromise principle 
between slave and non-slaveholding territory is 
sanctioned by the vote of the House of Representa- 
tives, and by the general voice of the country. In 
withdrawing it from the bill, 1 do not withdraw it 
from the consideration of the President: I only leave 
him free and untrammelled to do the best he can for 
the harmony of the Union on a delicate and embar- 
rassing point. 

The assent of Mexico to the annexation is judged 
io he unnecessary, but no one judges her assent to 
a new boundary line to be unnecessary: no one 
judges it unnecessary to preserve her commerce and 
good will; and, therefore, every consideration of 
self-interest and national policy requires a fair effort 
to be made to settle this boundary and to preserve 
this trade and friendship; and J shall consider all 
tlis as remaining just us fully in the mind of the 
President as if submitted to him in a bill. 

The bill which I now offer is the same which I 
have presented heretofore, divested of its conditions, 
vend committing the subject to the discretion of the 
President to accomplish the object in the best way 
that he can, and either negotiate a treaty to be sul- 
mitted to the Senate, or to agree upon articles of 
union to be submitted to the two Houses of Con- 
gress. I deem this the best way of proceeding 
under every aspect. It is the safest way; for it will 
settle all questions beforehand, and leave no nest- 
eggs to hatch future disputes. It is the most speed 
way; for commissioners conferring face to face will 
come to conclusions much sooner than two delib- 
erative bodies sitting in two different countries, at 
near two thousand miles apart, and interchanging 
categorical propositions in the shape of law. It is 
the most satisfactory way; for whatever such a 

commission should agree upon, would stand the best 
chance to be satisfactory to all parts of the Union. 
It is the most respectful way to Texas, and the 
mode for which she has shown a decided prefer- 
ence. She has twice sent envoys extraordinary and 
ministers plenipotentiary here to treat with us; and 
the actual President, Mr. Jones, has authentically 
declared his willingness to engage in further negotia- 
tions. Ministers sent to confer and agree—to con- 
sult and to harmonize—is much more respectful 
than the transmission, by mail or messenger, of an 
inflexible proposition, in the shape of law, to be ac- 
cepted or rejected in the precise words in which we 
send it. In every point of view, the mode which I 
propose seems to me to be the best; and as its exe- 
cution will devolve upona President just elected by 
the people with a view to this subject, I have no 
hesitating in trusting it to him, armed with full 
power, and untrammelled with terms and condi- 
tions. 

_Mr. BERRIEN remarked that he thought the 
bill should take the ordinary course, and be referred 
to the appropriate standing committee. There were 
two considerations which, it seemed to him, render- 
ed that course peculiarly proper. It was a bill rela- 
ting to a subject of the greatest magnitude—one 
which very much engaged the public attention, 
and much excited the public feeling. It ought, 
therefore, to go through the ordinary forms of le- 
gislation which even apply to bills of minor charac- 
ter. ‘There was a second consideration which 
seemed to him to inculcate this obligation with par- 
ticular force. That was the actual posture in which 
the subject to which it related was now before the 
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| Senate of the United States. He was called on to 


submit » inotion now, in the absence of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, who 
was from his seat, under circumstances well 
known to the Senate. The Senate yesterday re- 
ceived a report from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations upon the various measures which had been 
proposed, comprising the object which it was the 
purpose of this bill to comprise. That report was 
ordered to be printed; and a day was indicated (by 
the conversation which took place when that order 
was made) yesterday for the consideration of the 
very important question involved in the report. It 
seemed to him, then, that if they received, during 
the intermediate time between the making of 
the report and the time appointed for its 
consideration, a bill relating to the same subject, 
and proceeded to act upon it without the considera- 
tion which was contemplated by the report made to 
the Senate, it would be a strange course of legislation. 
Under these considerations, it seemed to him that it 
was obviously proper that the bill should be refer- 
red to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that he did not make 
any motion to enter into the consideration of the 
bill, but to lay it upon the table and to have it print- 
ed. It wasentirely unnecessary to refer it, for two 
reasons. The committee had charge of the whole 
subject in every possible form in which it could be 
presented, for more than two months; and yester- 
day they made a report adverse to the bill—entirely 
so. It was, therefore, ee to parliamentary 
rules, unnecessary to commit the bill to a committee 
who, having charge of the entire subject, had re- 
ported against it as well in this form as in any 
other in which it could possibly be presented to 
their consideration. Another reason against the 
reference was that this did not take the form ofa 
new proposition, but was merely an amendment to 
or substitute for the bill previously before the 
Senate and the committee. It was in fact the same 
bill, though different in its terms and conditions. 
It was not usual to refer an amendment to a com- 
mittee. No beneficial object could be accomplished 
by the reference proposed. The gentlemen com- 
posing the committee could, when the bill came up 
for consideration, as well enlighten the Senate with 
their view in the form of aspeech as by a formal re- 
port. He hoped the senator from Georgia would 
not persevere in his motion. If he did, he trusted 
the Senate would refuse his motion, and agree to let 
the bill lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he felt constrained by a sense 
of duty to persevere in his motion. He did not con- 
cur in the reasons of the honorable senator 
from Missouri, which distinguished in relation 
to the course which should be pursued with 
this bill one different from that which is customaril 
pursued with others. That senator pot ct oat 
ed the effect of the report of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, submitted yesterday. The commit- 
tee had not the whole subject presented to their con- 
sideration for four weeks, as remarked by the sena- 
tor from Missouri. They deferred action upon it 
until some definite measure should come from the 
other House, and for reasons which would be justi- 
fied by every reflecting mind In their investiga- 
tion they found a constitutional obstruction in all 
the various forms in which the subject was present- 
ed to their consideration; and they ar them- 
selves to the single inquiry which that constitutional 
obstruction presented. Now the bill presented b 
the senator from Missouri looks to one of two ak 
ternatives—a resort to the treaty-making power, or 
to a commission for the formation of articles of 
agreement between the United States and Texas, to 
be submitted to the two Houses of Congress. 

This presented a new aspect to the question. If 
the bill was referred, it would enable the committee 
to enter into an examination of the other question 
connected with the subject. This was an answer to 
the first reason of the senator why it should not be 
referred. The second was merely technical— 
that this bill came before the Senate in the form of 
an amendment. It did not so come before the Sen- 
ate. The senator moved to take up his bill, and 
absolutely withdrew it; and“hen introduced the bill 
now before them, on leave, or by the unanimous con- 
currence of the Senate; and, therefore, carrying with 
it the idea of a new proposition, and not as an 
amendment to the former bill. By an examination 
of the bill withdrawn and the one introduced, an es- 
sential and important difference would be discovered 
between them. For these reasons he hoped the bill 
would be referred as proposed. 


Mr. MOREHEAD said he concurred with the 
senator from Georgia (Mr. Berrien] in the pro- 
priety of having this bill referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations; and he would simply state to 
the Senate a single additional reason why he thought 
that ought to be done. Ona subject which was so 
important as that to which this bill related, and all 
the billsin reference to the annexation of Texas to 
the United States, 1t seemed to him entirely proper 
that every new proposition, distinct from any others 
which were pending before the Senate, should have 
the consideration, and the deliberate consideration, 
of a standing committee of this body—not certainly 
with any view of throwing obstructions in the way 
of its speedy action upon it, but with a view that the 
subject should undergo all the constitutional forms 
of legislation. He regarded this bill as presenting 
x question of the utmost magnitude for the con- 
sideration of this body, differing, as he thought it 
did, materially from any other proposition which 
had yet been submitted, and being, in his view of 
the matter, if divested of some of its provisions, 
much more acceptable than any which had been 
proposed. He should be glad himself to see it sub- 
mitted to the consideration of that committee which 
had in charge all the other propositions of annexs- 
tion, in order that they aight submit a report upon 
it to the Senate, and in order that the subject might 
be fully and thoroughly investigated, and that the 
country might know upon what ground we stand. 
He did not know that, in any aspect of the case, it 
would be desirable that the bill, as it had been sub- 
mitted by the honorable senator from Missouri, 
{Mr. Benron,]} should have received the sanction of 
the Senate; buthe did say that, in all probability, so 
far as the constitutional questions involved in this 
subject of annexation were concerned, some views 
might be presented in connection with the proposi- 
tion of the honorable senator—views having relation 
to the interposition of a treaty-making power only, 
and connected, to some extent, with the proposition 
which had just been submitted. Divested of the 
legislative provision which the bill proposes, wheth- 
er it would be entirely acceptable to the Senate or 
not, it might nevertheless present the subject in such 
a shape as to relieve it of the constitutional impedi- 
ments which were now attached to it. It was in 
this view of the case that he thought a bill present- 
ing such important and interesting questions as this, 
should receive the consideration of a standing com- 
mittee of the Senate before it should receive the 
final action of this body. 

Mr. ALLEN said that it was not the proper time 
to express an opinion in favor of, or in — 
to, any one of the various propositions which had 
been presented to the Senate on this great ques- 
tion—the annexation of Texas to the United States. 
Without designing at that time to do so, he would 
merely express the hope that the Senate would take 
no course by which they would, in the end, avoid 
the expression of its opinion on a question involv- 
ing to so great an extent the interests of this coun- 
try. He desired, whatever the opinion of the Sen- 
ate might be on the general question of annexation, 
or on any form of the question, that that opinion 
shall be expressed to the country; and that the Sen- 
ate should so regulate its action on this particular 
proposition as to enable itself to express its views on 
this great question before the day on which, by the 
constitution, they were required to adjourn. They had 
now about twenty-six daysof the session remain- 
ing, and within that time they were (or it was their 
duty todo so) to act on another great question— 
the Oregon bill. They had also all the ap} 
propriation bills, important and essential to car- 
ry on the government, and other bills of 
minor importance; and if the matter now before the 
Senate should be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, it was more than probable that, so 
far as this particular bill was concerned, it would 
not be allowed to enter into the consideration of the 
Senate at all, because it might be might be kept 
back by the committee, until after the report al- 
ready made shall be taken up for action of the Sen- 
ate. He did not see the least necessity for the ref- 
erence. The committee had had the whole subject 
before them, in the form of a joint resolution from 
the House, in the form of resolutions from the State 
legislatures, and numerous memorials from innumera- 
ble citizens some for and some against annexation; 
some for annexation for particular reasons, and 
others against it for particular reasons. In every 
form, therefore, in which the question could by 
possibility be made to assume, it has been taken be- 
fore the committee; and the committee, in view of 
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the multifarious forms, had reported against the 
whole subject, from the beginning to the end. They 
had reported in favor of rejecting the resolution of 
the House, and of laying all the other propositions 
upon the table. What is such action but a declara- 
tion on their part that the Senate should wash its 
hands of the whole subject? He wanted this prop- 
osition to enter into the contemplation of the Sen- 
ate, when they came to consider the report of the 
committee, which cut the Senate loose from al] prop- 
ositions, The senator said that this was a new bill. 
It could not so be considered, because it was offered 
as a substitute for the bill which the committee had 
had under consideration, But to go to the right of 
the matter, he would ask the simple question, for he 
would Jike to have an answer, why it was necessary 
to refer the bill to any committee at this late day in 
the session. The committee was composed of a 
part of the Senate; and the whole Senate having to 
act upon the subject, those constituting the commit- 
tee would still have the right, in the Senate, to inves- 
tigate and discuss the proposition, and present their 
views upon it inthe form of a speech instead of a 
report. There was, in point of fact, no necesity for 
reference. ‘The subject was familiarized to the pub- 
lic mind, and much more so to all the senators and 
representatives who came there prepared to act upon 
it in almost any form the proposition could be made 
to assume, In this view of the question, without 
expressing any opinion for or against the proposi- 
tion, he would be under the necessity of calling for 
the yeas and nays on the proposition to refer. 

They were ordered. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that there could 
be no man in the Senate, or in these United 
States, more fully determined not to give to this 
most important and deeply interesting ques- 
tion the go-by than himself. He was truly 
anxious, and most sincercly solicitous to make 
up a wise and correct judgment upon the is- 
sue now presented to the Scnate; and in order to 
enable him to do that, he was extremely desirous to 
have the benefit of all the lights which could be 
thrown upon the subject, by the deliberate action 
and consideration of the ablest and best and most 
enlightened minds in this body. He desired to 
have the benefit of alf the light that could be shed 
by the honorable mover of this bill, and of the de- 
berate judgment of the committee having charge of 
this branch of the business. Now, he understood, 
and believed, that it was not the purpose of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to suppress the 
consideration of this bill. 

Here Mr. BERRIEN rose to ask the 
the senator from Maryland for @ emp\e remark. 


He (Mr. B.) ceneed ‘© ontain the floor for the 
purpose of saying "\.at the honorable senator from 
Vhio (Mr. ALiey) had misconceived, not the mo- 
uve, (for lie had not spoken of that,) but the obvi- 
ous fect of the motion which he (Mr. B.) had sub- 
matted. It could not be contemplated by the Com- 
Yaittee on Foreign Relations to withhold a report 
upon this bill, if the reference were made to them 
s0 as to prevent the Senate from having whatever 
benefit it might derive from that report in the dis- 
cussion that was about to take place. He hoped it 
was, therefore, only necessary for him to say that 
they had no intention whatever of delay. 

Mr. MERRICK said he trusted he should, in 
considering this subject, rise above all prejudices, 
He meant, with the blessing of God, to exercise his 
judgment to the best of his ability—feeling only, in 
considering this subject, his obligations to uphold 
the American people upon this important question, 
But when he came to make up his opinion upona 
question involving great national interests and ex- 
citing universal attention, he wanted all the licht 
and all the information that the best intellects of this 
body, or of the country, could give. 
with every possible desire to gratify the wishes of 
the honorable senator from Missiouri, and with 
every desire, at all times, to extend to him every 
courtesy in his power, he could not, upon this occa- 
sion, do otherwise than vote for the reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations—more especially 
as he was told that they had found, in their delibe- 
rations upon this subject, a constitutional objection 
which would cut short, toa certain extent, the dis- 
cussion of that subject as it regarded this bill. He 
wanted the judgment of those gentlemen; and he 
desired to have it in the form of a report from that 
intelligent and able committee, that he might read it 
in his closet, by the midnight lamp; and by that 
light, as well ©s others, make up the judgment 
which was to guide the vote he was to give upon 
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this question. He hoped the Senate would grant 
thatthe reference might be made; and he was very 
sure that the committee would bring in a report up- 


on the subject in time to have the action of the Sen- 
ate upon it. 


Mr. WALKER said that he was rejoiced that the 
great American question of the reannexation of Tex- 
as was being presented on al] hands, on the grounds 


on which it was placed originally by him, (Mr. 
W acker,) in his Texas letter of the Sth of January, 
1844, F 
He (Mr. W.) then proposed more than a year 
since, to admit Texas as a State of the Union by the 
action of Congress, under that clause of the constitu- 
tion, which authorizes Congress to admit new States 
into the Union. That clause was not confined to 
our then existing territory, but was without limit- 
ation; and the framers of the constitution had ex- 
pressly refused to limit the general power contained 
in this clause to the territory then embraced within 
the Union. The general power, then, was in express 
words, and no man has a right to interpolate re- 
strictions, and especially restrictions which the 
framers of the constitution had rejected. Bnt when 
this mode of admitting Texas asa State by Con- 
ress, was suggested by him (Mr. Waker) in 
Tesuays 1844, he was held up as the auther of a 
new proposition, unwarranted by authority or pre- 
cedent. Sir, (said Mr. W.,) Mr. Madison, one of 
the principal foundere of the constitution, had ex- 
pressly sanctioned this mode of admitting States by 
Congress out of foreign territory; and one of the 
most distinguished judges of the Supreme Court of 
the United States had expressed a similar opinion, 
all which he (Mr. W.) would show in due time. This 
ee was also supported by numerous precedents. 
orth Carolina, Vermont, Rhode Island, and the 
Florida parishes of Louisiana, were admitted into 
the Union as States, or parts of foreign States, by 
the action of Congress alone. In the case of Rhode 
Island, she was not represented in the convention 
which framed the constitution of the Union; and 
after the ratification of the constitution she became 
a foreign State: she was treated as such by Congress 
for several years, and duties were imposed on gor” , 
imported from Rhode Island into the 7 149 ~ Sh 
was treated in every respect as aid 


‘ . « foreign State; and 
by the adoption of the |. Ra : Ts 
drawal from th- - wvonstitution, and her with- 


; > «vs confederacy, she became a foreign 
a ait was ailmitted as such by Congress, being 
@ Sane question, so far as constitutional power is 

eoreerned, whether she had beei a foreign State two 

years or two hundred years, when she was admit- 
ted by Congress asa State ofthe Union. And now 
the question of admitting Texas as a State of the 

Union by Congress, if T understand the statements 

made as to the report of the Committee on Foreign 

Relations, and which question is again presented in 

the bill of the senator from Missouri, has been _pre- 
judged by that committee. ; Why, then, should this 

bill go there for another report? Such a reference 
may delay action on the Texas resolutions of the 

House, which he (Mr. W.) had hoped would be 

passed by the Senate and become a law. But if 

these Texas resolutions of the House unfortunatel 

should fail here, then he (mr. W.) would take into 
consideration this new bill of the senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Benron] to admit Texas at once asa 

State, with an anxious desire, regardless of men or 

parties, te reannex Texas,-and accomplish it, as far 
as practicable, at this session, upon just and honora- 
ble terms, let the proposition come from whom it 

may. . 

Mr. BARROW said he did not think this was a 
time to discuss the constitutional power of Congress 
to admit foreign States into the Union. He did not 
rise for the purpose of entering into a discussion 
upon that rs 4 but merely to make a suggestion 
connected with the propriety of the motion made by 
the senator from Georgia, [Mr. Berrien.) The re- 
sult which some of the senators on the other side 
of the house seemed vo anticipate from a reference 
of this bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
could not occur. The committee had had this 
whole subject under consideration for some time. 
They would be prepared, he had no doubt, to make 
& report upon this bill before next Monday or Tues- 
day; and that, he believed, was the earliest period at 
which any gentleman here contemplated a discus- 
sion on the subject of annexation. 

Suppose the committee should delay making a 
report before next Monday or Tuesday,—and from 
the conversation which cook place yesterday between 
members of the Senate as to the proper time for the 
discussion of the resolutions which came from the 
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House of Representatives, that was the time named. 
Suppose they should not make a report—which 
he thought an unreasonable supposition, for he be. 
lieved the committee would report by Monday or; 
Tuesday, if the reference was made to them: ¢oy|q 
not the honorable senator who introduced this }i|| 
this morning, when the discussion upon the propo- 
sition upon which the report had been made com, 
menced, offer his bill as a substitute for that from 
the House? And, if that was within the rules of 
the Senate, as it seemed to him to be, it war rick; 
and proper that this new proposition, connected 
as it was with a subject that every senator had jp. 
vestigated to a certain extent, should go te the Com- 
mittet on Foreign Relations; and he desired it foy 
these reasons. He thought it practicable, and jp 
did not by any means deem it improbable, that a 
large portion 0 the senators, embracing whigs and 
democrats, might unite upon one common ground. 
He thought that the bill submitted to the Senate this 
morning opened the way toa compromise. Jt was 
well understood that, on his side of the house, a 
very large majority—if not all of the senators, cer 
tainly a very large portion of them—objected to the 
bill which had passed the other branch of Congress 
upen constitutional grounds; while some who had 
this difficulty in their way, were very willing to take 
the initatery step towards the acquisition of Texas 
and its admission into the Union as a State, in a 
constitutional way. He repeated, if those conati- 
tutional objections were removed, there were many 
on this side of the house who would not only be 
willing, but sorne of them very anxious, to sec 
Texas annexed. He was not one of that number; 
but, notwithstanding the language which he had 
used yesterday or the day before, that did not pre- 
vent him, in his opposition to Texas now, or et any 
future period when an attempt might be made to 
bring it into the Union, either under the treaty-ma- 
king power or by the action of Congress, from say- 
ing, as he would now take occasion to say, that, if 
the proposition should be submitted to him, at any 


future time, in & Constitutional way, (and he should 
becore perfectly satisfied, after a good deal of inter- 
course with his own constituents, that a very large 
majority of them were in favor of annexation,) he 
would hesitate long, there being no constitutiona! 
difficulty in the way, before he would 
put himself in the way of the attainment of 
any object which they had so much at heart. He 
would deliberate and doubt long before he would re- 
sist the fulfilment and consummation of their wish- 
es, merely because he considered himself that it 
would be highly imprudent, and prejudicial to the 
interests of the people of Louisiana. If they were 
willing to brin oe themselves ruin, which he 
thought manlite the result to them of the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the United States, he might, upon 
the conditions stated, be content to be ruined with 
them; but he did not say it now. He would delib- 
erate long before he would attempt to thwart them, 
should the question ever be presented to him with- 
out the constitutional objections which were now 
attached to it. He would doubt the soundness of 
his own judgment upon this matter. 

He was anxious that this bill should go to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations; and that that com- 
mittee should make a zeport upon it. He did not 
belong to that committee, but he was sure he _ 
not saying too much, when he said that they wou 
report on Tuesday next, and that was the earliest 

: : i 
period contemplated for the discussion. Let it = 
its regular course; and if the committee should with- 
hold its report, it Was within *the power of the hon- 
orable senator who had introduced it, to bring it up 
before the Senate and have it discussed, and voted 
upon; and it wasalso in the power of the senator to 
call for a report. He was perfectly certain om * 
large majority of the Senate not only oS ; 
desire, but had determined to vote upon this subjec 
in some form or other at this session. It was » 
purpose of the senators on this side of the House - 

ive the go-by upon this question of meme ” 
to fight itindirectly. They intended to fight a“ E 
ly upon any fair proposition that could, under 
rules of the Senate, be presented to them. a 

He believed that the Committee on Foreign *¢ . 
tions should take this bill and consider it, and “apm 
it back with a report, approving or disapproving 
and giv ing their reasons, if they should report age * 
it, why they objected to it. He could me 
himself, with one amendment. That grees — 
come oor, mi ha pr whch Cm 
merits oi ‘the bill. Strike ou ’ a 
template; } the action of Congress upon this question, 
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and he would vote for it. He was willing that the 
incoming administration should take this subject up, 
and negotiate about it. if Texas was to come into 
the Union at all, let it come under the con- 
stitution, and not in any unconstitutional man- 
ner—a manner never) attempted heretofore, or 
contemplated by the framers of the constitution 
—although the distinguished senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Warkrr] seemed to think it a very clear 
case that there was nothing unconstitutional about 
it. That senator might have satisfied his own mind 
upon that point; but others—not himself, of course 
—equally competent to come to a correct conclusion 
upon that question, differed very widely from him. 
They had shown, in their discussions, very great 
ability, both those who opposed it and those who 
advocated it upon constitutional grounds. He 
hoped this bill would take the ordinary course, and 
go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. He did 
not think the Senate ought to object to that refer- 
ence. 

Mr. RIVES rose to inquire if a day had yet been 
indicated for the consideration of the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MOREHEAD replied that the chairman of 
that committee had intimated that, if the Senate 
should not suggest any other day, he would call it 
up on Tuesday next. 

Mr. RIVES said he desired the information only 
in order to enable him to appreciate the probability 
of havinga report from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations upon this new proposition in time to be 
acted upon, when the general subject should come 
up for consideration before the Senate. He would 
himself be most unwilling to vote for the ref- 
erence of this proposition to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, if he believed that the 
object, or the effect of that reference, would be to 
smother this proposition, or to withdraw it at all 
from the consideration of the Senate, when the gen- 
eral subject should come up for discussion. But the 
Senate had understood from both of the gentlemen 
on the floor, members of that committee, [Messrs. 
Berrien and Moreneap,] that they had no such 
purpose; on the contrary, that they saw much in 
the new aspect of this subject to commend it to the 
serious and unprejudiced consideration of the com- 
mittee. 

His honorable friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
Waxxer] had treated this bill as identical in princi- 
ple with the proposition or joint resolutions from the 
enns of Representatives, contemplating, m the 
end, both the one and the other, the incorporation 
of a portion of the territory of Texas as a State into 
this Union. Bnt surely the honorable senator had 
not examined very careful?y these propositions, or he 
would have found a most material difference be- 
tween the proposition of the honorable senator 
from Missouriand the resolutions from the House 
of Representatives. It was true, that both looked 
ultimately to the incorporation of Texas, ora por- 
tion of that republic, as a State into this Union. 
But when? and how? The proposition of the sen- 
ator from Missouri declares expressly on _ its 
face that a portion of that territory 1s‘to be admitted 

asastate; but when? ‘As soon as the terms of that 
admission, and of the cession of the remaining por- 
tion of the territory of Texas, shall have been 
agreed upon between the governments of the two 
republics.” 

{n what manner did the honorable mover of this 
proposition contemplate having these terms agreed 
upon and settled? Not, as in the resolutions of the 
House of Representatives, by the action of the 
legislatures of the two republics, but by the ordina- 
ry agency of the treaty-making power. For the 
purpose of defraying the expenses of missions and 
negotiations necessary to that end, an appropriation 
was made in the bill of $100,000. He considered 
this proposition, therefore, in its most material 
bearings, as essentially distinct from the proposition 
which had come from the House of Representa- 
tives, and which had been reported upon adversely 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He repeated, that if he believed this new prop- 
osition was in any manner affected or prejudiced 
by the report which had come to the Senate fiom 
the Committee on Foreign Relations; if he believed 
there was any intention on their part to smother, or 
withdraw it from the cousideration of the Senate 
when the general subject should come up, he would 
not favor the reference proposed; for he did not hes- 
late to say, without committing himself in re- 
gard to his future action, that the proposition 
itself was conceived in a far more cautious, 
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and, in his humble judgment, considerate 
and provident spirit than any proposition 
which had yet been submitted to this body. His 
honorable friend from Louisiana [Mr. Barrow] had 
suggested a modification which might render it ac- 
ceptable even to him, notwithstanding the strong ob- 
jections which had fallen from him the other day— 
that by striking out the alternative provision in re- 
gard to submitting the agreement which should be 
entered into, to the two Houses of Congress, in- 
stead of the Senate, for ratification. In that event, 
it might possibly command even his favorable con- 
sideration. ‘There was yet another shape to be giv- 
en to that part of the bill, which might render it still 
more acceptable; and that was, to provide for sub- 
mitting the agreement, first, to the Senate, asa 
branch of the treaty-making power, to be ratified ac- 
cording to the forms of the constitution; and then 
to submit it to both branches of Congress, for the 
exercise of their legislative power in carrying it in- 
to execution. 

In his humble judgment he did not hesitate to say 
now, that ifthe annexation of Texas wasever to be 
accomplished—without producing evils as a prece- 
dent, and especially to the South, far outweighing all 
possible advantages—it could only be done by a 
faithful observance of the fundamental provisions of 
the constitution, which required for its consum- 
mation the combined action of both the treaty-ma- 
king and legislative powers of the government. This 
proposition, so guarded, would undoubtedly present 
itself to the Senate in a commanding aspect, and was 
calculated to chalienge a respectful and favorable 
consideration from both sides of the chamber. In 
one thing he entirely agreed with the senator from 
Missouri—that the joint resolution of the House of 
Representatives would encounter insuperable objec- 
tions on the part of Texas, and be rejected by her, 
even if passed here. He made these observations 
only for the purpose of assuring the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio, as well as the distinguished sena- 
tor from Missouri, that it was no purpose of his, or, 
as he believed, of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to suppress or evade this proposition, or delay ac- 
tion upon it; but, on the contrary, there was an ear- 
nest and bona fide purpose to bestow upon every 
grave proposition connected with the subject the 
most careful and deliberate consideration. For one, 
he could assure gentlemen there was no disposition 
on his part to shrink from any responsibility con- 
nected with this subject. He was ready and impa- 
tient to meet it. He thought it most consistent 
with the grave character of the proposition, and the 
high importance of the subject, that it should go to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and receive 
their unbiased consideration, and be presented to 
the Senate again, as he understood the honorable 
gentleman [Mr. Berrien] who supplied the place 
of the chairman of that committee, to say, in sea- 
son to be considered by the Senate at the same time 
with the report yesterday made from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BAGBY suid he would not go into the merits 
of this proposition, much less into the merits of all 
the propositio:.s which had been submitted upon 
this great and interesting question. He should con- 
tent himself with a very few reasons why this ref- 
erence should not be made. He had been in the 
habit of voting for a reference of these subjects to 
the appropriate standing committees of the Senate; 
and if he could flatter himself with the belief now 
that the great object designed to be accomplished by 
this bill would be at all accelerated by its reference 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, nothing 
would afford him more pleasure than to give it that 
direction. But it was necessary to inquire into the 
circumstances by which we were surrounded. In 
the first place, as the senator from Ohio had re- 
marked, there were but twenty-five or twenty-six 
days of the session left, within which this, as well 
as a variety of other important matters, had to be 
disposed of. 

If this subject was so important as gentlemen con- 
sidered it, he asked if it was possible to give it in 
committee, and afterwards in the Senate, that delib- 
erate consideration to which the importance awarded 
to it on all sides would seem to require? In this he 
was only admonished by the lessons of experience. 
However much he might be mistaken in reference 
to other questions, there was one thing in which he 
could not be mistaken—that a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations were not friendly to the 

reat question of annexing Texas to the United 

tates. For that reason alone he should object to 
giving this bill the direction now proposed to be giv- 
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en to it. But he had another reason for resisting 
that reference. That committee, with all its 
intelligence, with all its diligent application to bu- 
siness, and with all its desire to promote the good of 
the country, had stood in—what relation to this 
body and the country for the last two months? 
Why they had had this very question, in every form 
in which it could be presented to them, under delib- 
erate consideration; they had come forward within 
the last day or two with areport, (he had not seen 
it, but he had understood that his was the issue to 
which they came,) tending to show that this whole 
subject, in any form in which it had been presented 
in éither House of Congress, ought not to be acted 
upon atthe present session of Congress! What, 
then, was to be accomplished by the reference? 
Nothing, in his judgment. Far be it from him to 
impute to the committee any intention to smother 
the question, or intentionally give it the go-by; but 
if the effect of the reference should be the same, he 
asked what object could be gained by the reference? 
He accorded to the senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton] much sagacity, and much statesmanship; 
and he hoped he would be permitted to say that, 
upon all questions of this character, he had as much 
respect for his opinion as he could possibly have for 
any living man; but he could not think that, at this 
late stage of the session, there was anything in his 
proposition that nad not suggested itse!f to the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
before this time. From the introduction of this ques- 
tion here, and from the beginning of its agitauon 
throughout the country, every senator knew that 

ublic opinion had been doubtful upon it. Some, 
ike his honorable friend from Louisiana, | Mr. Bar- 
ROW,] Opposed it from the deepest conviction of its 
inexpediency. Some were equally decided in its 
favor. These were two classes; but there was a 
third class, which had doubted more as to 
the mode than as to the merits of the 
measure itself. From the commencement of the agi- 
tation, then, of this question, all these inquiries as 
to the mersure itself, and as to the mode of annex- 
ation, had been fully in the mind and consideration 
of every senator. ‘The time, therefore, for investuga- 
tion—the time for discussion had gone by. If any- 
thing was to be accomplished at present, the time 
for action had come. It wag said, however, that 
something might be effected by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. Perhaps a majority of the Sen- 
ate might be united upon this question, and harmo- 
ny and ne of opinion produced throughout 
the country. Now, he was 4 = man, and 
judged some little of the future by the past. If 
that committee had been disposed to do so, 
he asked if they could not, in the time which 
they had had this subject under consideration, 
and with their range of information and 
intelligence, have found out some means by which 
a platform could have been erected, upon which all 
the friends of annexation could stand? They had 
labored two months without being able to devise 
such a mode, and was it likely that they would ren- 
der this a platform upon which all might unite? 

He must be permitted to say, with all respect, 
that, in the form in which the proposition was now 
submitted, he had not been induced to hope for or 
expect much assistance from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations; and if he had not mistaken an hon- 
orable senator, who was now in his eye, he inferred 
that there was but one solitary individual upon that 
committee who was in favor of the annexation 
of Texas to the United States in any of the 
modes suggested during the present session 
of Congress. If that was true, then, he would 
take it for granted that upon this proposition, so far 
as the annexation of Texas was concerned, we 
should find the Committee on Foreign Relations 
now, precisely as we did when they presented to the 
Senate the result of their deliberatiuns—that was, 
four to one. He should have been gratified if ali 
those interesting investigations of the committee 
could have resulted in a plan upon which all sena- 
tors might unite. He, for one, had never viewed 
this as a party question. He had never viewed it 
as a local question; and he should never view it as 
a sectional question. He knew there were consid- 
erations in it deeply concerning the section of the 
Union from which he came; but when he came to 
legislate for the addition of another nation to this, 

orth, South, East, and West, were all the same to 
him. He was for the whole country, and not for 
sections of the country. He was for the country, 
and nothing but the country. 

Mr. COLQUITT made some suggestions as to a 
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question of order arising out of the proposition to 
refer. Ashe understood the matter, the proposi- 
tion before the Senate was an amendment to a bill 
upon which the report of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations was in part based. If so, a motion to 
refer the particular amendment or substitute was 
not in order; but a motion to recommit the whole 
subject would be the proper motion. i 

he CHAIR ruled that the proposition before 
the Senate could be considered in no other light than 
as anew bill, as it was introduced through the 
usual form, on leave, and read twice with a view to 
reference. . ; 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
negative on yeas and nays—-yeaa 22, nays 23, as 
follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Barrow, Bayard, Berrien, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Huntington, 
Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Upham, White, and 
W oodbridge—22. 

NAY¥S—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Dix, Dickinson, 
Fairfield, Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Jarnagin, Lewis, 
Niles, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury 
—23. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, the bill was then 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


POST OFFICE REFORM. 


The general orders having been~announced, the 
unfinished business of yesterday was resumed—be- 
ing the further consideration of the bill to reduce the 
rates of postage,to limit the use and correct the 
abuse of the franking privilege, and for the preven- 
tion of frauds on the revenues of the Post Office 
Department. 

The bill was reported batk from the committee of 
the whole yesterday, and the several amendments 
made therein were concurred in, with the excep- 
tion of those to the 9th and 10th sections. 

‘The pending question. was, previous to the ques- 
tion being taken, on Mr. Merricx’s motion of non- 
concurrence with the amendment adopted in com- 
mittee, striking out the 9th section, to amend that 
section on motion by Mr. Simmons, by striking out 
all after the words ‘‘shall be,” in the sixth line, and 
inserting the words, “allowed to frank their own 
letters and speeches, not exceeding two ounces un- 
der each envelope.” 

The effect of this amendment would be, instead 
of totally abolishing the franking privilege now en- 
joyed by members of Congress, to continue to them 
the right of sending their own letters and speeches 


by the mail free of postage as heretofore, by virtue | 


of their own franks. 

Mr. BUCHANAN being entitled to the floor in 
reply tothe senatar from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN,] ad- 
dressed the Senate at considerable length. He com- 
menced his remarks by observing that, after the 
important subject (that of the annexation of Texas) 
which had been just before the Senate, and at that 
late period of the day, he should endeavor to be as 
brief as possible in the few remarks he intended to 
make. 

The Senate, ever since this bill had come up for 
discussion, had been converted into a sort of Sleepy 
Hollow, so that it had been almost impossible for 
any body to command its attention. And, in view 
of this apathy, he would undertake to predict to the 
honorable chairman of the Post Office Committee, 
that, notwithstanding all his labor and pains to ma- 
ture this measure, and to pass this bill into a law, it 
was destined eventually to fail this session. The 
time had not yet come for it. The history of the 
world had manifested how unwilling all men are to 
yield up any privilege which they personally co 
above their fellow men. Such had been the history 
of all mankind, and such it would continue to 
be. As far as it was allowable to compare 
small things to great, he would say that it was very 
probable that the sanguinary scenes of the French 
revolution might have been checked, if the assembly 
of notables had consented to allow themselves to be 
taxed like other citrzens; but it was the exemption 
from taxation which constituted the privilege of 
their order, and their unwillingness to yield up that 
privilege hastened on the French revolution to its 
consummation. 

Inthe present case, it was the unwillingness of 
members of Congress to part with their franking 
privilege, which would, at the present session, defeat 
the pending bill; but that very tenacity of clinging 
to this privilege, would hasten the great and impor- 
tant measure of cheap posiage to its adoption at the 
next session of Congress. ‘The community would 
understand the matter by that time, and, in ademand 
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that would brook no further delay, require its ac- 
complishment. 

Mr. B. maintained, in forcible terms, that the 
issue was reduced to the simple proposition of 
cheap postage and no franking privilege; or the 
franking privilege and no cheap postage. It was, 
in other words, whether members of Congress, 
and a few thousands of their constituents, 
should continue to enjoy the benefits of the franking 
privilege, whilst the whole community was left to 
suffer under the grievance of an enormously high rate 
of postage; or the privilege should be surrendered 
for the common good, that the whole community 
might enjoy. cheap postage. That was the whole 
question. ‘The Postmaster General had told Con- 
gress that these things were incompatible; and that 
by an adequate restriction of this privilege, and upon 
that condition only, could the public get the benefit 
of cheap postage. Mr. B. sustained his views on 
these points at considerable length. He eoncluded by 
& proposition to divide the question; that is, to take 
the question first on members sending their own let- 
ters postage free. He wanted to have that point 
settled at once; for upon it depended the fate of the 
bill. He moved, therefore, to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words “letters and.” 

Mr. SIMMONS opposed this amendment to his 
amendment, and contended that the whole amount 
of letters franked by members of Congress could 
have no effect of the least consequence on lessening 
the revenue of the department. The Postmaster 
General’s reports showed that they did not amount 
to more than 18,000 letters a month, or about 
208,000 a year, which at the highest rate of the 
new bill, (say ten cents,) would be scarcely over 
$20,000. How then could that paltry sum affect 
the measure so as to defeat it? 

Mr. ALLEN replied to the remarks of the senator 
from Pennsylvania, and denied the position that, in 
consequence of the continuation of the franking 
privilege, the revenue of the department would be 
deprived of postage to the amount apprehended by 
that senator. 

Mr. MERRICK read the Postmaster General’s 
report of last session, and his own calculations in 
the’ Post Office Committee’s report, showing that the 
estimated loss of postage on mailable matter franked 
by all persons having the privilege, was annually 
$398,898 70; according to the report of the Commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives, it was $500,000. 

Mr. ALLEN resumed, and contended that even 
if that was true, which he wholly denied, it would 
not amount to the defeat of the bill, for it would be 
only one-tenth of the income necessary to maintain 
the department; and if the abatement of the frank- 
ing privilege was the only obstacle in the way of 
cheapening postage, what would the argument lead 
to? ‘To this: that by making this franked mailable 
matter pay postage, other postages could be reduced 
to that extent—that is, one-tenth; so that the post- 
age on a letter now paying 25 cents might be re- 
duced to 223 cents. 

Sut he wholly denied that the abatement of the 
franking privilege would necessarily bring into the 
revenue of the department the amount of postage 
chargable on the mailable matter thus transmitted. 
He doubted if one letter out of ten that now passes 
between members of Congress and their constituents 
would be written atall if subject to postage; so that 
it was altogether probable the abatement of the 
privilege would bring no accession whatever to the 
income of the department. All the effect would be 
to stop the intercourse between the people and their 
representatives, and to exempt gentlemen from the 
duties of communicating with their constituents. 

Mr. A. enforced these views at great length. 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. BU- 
CHANAN and ALLEN tll nearly 5 o’clock, on 
these main points of difference in their opinions as 
to the effect of abolishing or continuing the frank- 
ing privilege. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 5, 1845. 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION. 

The committee on the part of the House ap- 
pointed yesterday by the Speaker in conformity with 
the resolution of the House to join the committee of 
the Senate, “to ascertain and report a mode of ex- 
amining and counting the votes for President and 
Vice President, and of informing the persons elected 
of their election,” consists of the following members: 
Messrs. Burxe, A. A. Cuapman, J. R. Incersoit, 
D. L. Seymour, and Vance. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose to a privileged 
question. He had voted yesterday in ‘the affirma- 
tive on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Tissarts,} to suspend the rules, in order to 
enable him to introduce a bill making appropriations 
for western rivers and harbors, and his name was 
not entered on the journal. He moved to amend 
the journal, so as to state correctly the fact of his 
vote. 

The journal was amended accordingly. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked leave to give notice of the 
introduction of a bill for the relief of Jacob Heim, of 
Lebanon county, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JAMESON objected; and 


REDUCTION AND GRADUATION OF THE PupB- 
LIC LANDS. 


On his motion the House resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Bovp in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill to reduce and graduate the prices of 
the public lands in favor of cultivators and actual 
settlers. 

Mr. HAMLIN wasentitled to the floor. He said he 
had no intention of making a speech, but briefly to 
state the reason why he should vote in favor of this 
bill. He believed the distribution of the sales of 
the proceeds of the public lands was wrong in all its 
length and breadth, corrupting in its tendency, call- 
ing again for taxation directly or indirectly upon the 
people to replace it, and tending to produce one of 
the most deleterious effects upon our community of 
any legislative act consummated by the Congress of 
the United States. Such being his view, he was 
opposed to any system of legislation designed di- 
rectly or indirectly to effect the object. He should 
should vote for the propositions submitted to their 
consideration. He was in favor of the graduating 
the prices of the public lands; and he was in favor 
of the lowest standard that had been named. He 
would not give them away, as was suggested by a 

entleman near him; but he held that, whatever po!- 
icy might be adopted, if it prevented their going 
into the hands of speculators, and at the same time 
secured them to the men who settled upon them, 
thus advancing their value, and doubling the prop- 
erty of the nation, that was the true policy. 

Having thus stated his views generally, he pro- 
ceeded in a few words to examine the several prop- 
ositions before the House, and to express his pref- 
erence for that of his colleague, [Mr. Cary.] 

Mr. HOUSTON adverted to the contrariety of 
the arguments that had been adduced by wey of 
appeals to various interests, against this bill, and he 
proceeded to examine in detail, and to reply to some 
of the arguments on that side of the question by Mr. 
Causin. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] intimated 
that if this bill passed, the settlers on the public 
lands would put in force the squatters’ law, and drive 
off purchasers. He didnot know what the gentle- 
man meant by squatters’ law, there being no such 
law in this country, but he presumed the gentleman 
meant combinations among the squatters to intimt- 
date purchasers, and drive them off from the land 
sales. Now he had heard of damning combinations 
among speculators against the interests of the actual 
settlers to raise the price of the public lands on them, 
and sometimes to deprive them of the farms they 
had improved by their labor; but he had never heard 
of combinations among the settlers. The gentleman 
said too, that if this bill passed, hordes o —- 
tors would come from the large cities and buy up 
the oaths of the settlers, in order to obtain posses- 
sion of the public lands. He did notknow the price 
of oaths in Ohio, and did not know the morality of 
its citizens; but if the gentleman intended to apply 
that remark to any other State than Ohio, he was 
much mistaken. He knew that there had been false 
oaths taken in relation to the public lands as well as 
on all other subjects; but the settlers of the West 
would be the last persons he would go to buy oaths. 
If the gentleman’s constituents could be bought and 
sold, it was not so with the people of the part of the 
country he came from. The gentleman said that he 
had lived all his life in the West, and was well ac- 
quainted with the wants and condition of the people 
of that part of the country. He said that forty 
acres was as much as any poor man could cultivate, 
and that more would injure him. This was a sur- 
prising declaration to come from a gentleman who 
professed to be well acquainted with the western 
country. Why, the idea was ridiculous. Forty 
acres was not near enough land for a head of a 


family, particularly if he had a number of children. 
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He should like to know how a man with half a 
dozen of half grown boys could find employment 
for them on forty acres, or by what process of rea- 
soning the gentleman come to the conclusion that 
more than forty acres would injure him. 

Mr. VINTON said that the gentleman had mis- 
understood him if he understood him as saying that 
more than forty acres would injure a poor man. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he would read what the 
gentleman was reported to have said. ‘This report 
was published some days ago, and the gentleman 
never contradicted it. 

Mr. H. then read some remarks made by Mr. 
Vinton, concluding with the sentence, “if he had 
more than forty acres it would injure him.” 

Mr. VINTON said that the report the gentleman 
read was made without his knowledge. It contain- 
eda mere outline of what he said, and was generally 
correct; but in that particular, as well as some 
others, it was erroneous. What he said was, that 
forty acres was as much as a poor man could culti- 
vate with advantage; and he followed it up by say- 
ing that, in the western country, the farmers usual- 
ly had more land than they could cultivate to ad- 
vantage. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he would take the gentle- 
man’s argument as he explained it. It was his 
property, and he had a right to take it back. But it 
was plain to him that the gentleman did not under- 
cael the wants of the people of the western coun- 
try, or he would not have said that forty acres 
would be enough to satisfy the wants of a poor man 
who, possibly, might have five or six sons, and per- 
haps as many daughters. But the gentleman, as a 
further argument against this bill, said that, in his 
district, lands that had been in the market forty 
years, and did not find a purchaser at $1 25 per 
acre, afterwards were sold at that price. Did the 
gentleman allude to some salt lands of considerable 
notoriety in Ohio? and had he any interest in these 
far-famed salt lands? Might it not be true that the 
lands the gentleman alluded to were the salt lands 
that were bought up for the purpose of monopoliz- 
ing what, in the backwoods, was denominated the 
salt business? The answer to this question might 
perhaps be an answer to the gentleman’s argument. 

But the gentleman from Vermont, who was not 
inhis seat, used an argument which was stronger 
than that; and he did not know that he ought not to 
submit it to him, to allow him, too, an opportunity 
of taking it back, before replying to it. The gen- 
tleman said that in 1836 and 1837, some forty mil- 
lions of acres of the public lands were sold, and 
that the principal part of them were now in the 
market, and in competition with the lands of the 
government. Are we (said Mr. H.) to understand 
the honorable gentleman as opposing this bill be- 
cause it may prejudice the interests of speculators? 
The inference (said Mr. H.) we are compelled to 
come to, is, that by passing this bill the people of 
the country can buy lands of the government at a 
cheaper rate; and therefore this forty millions of 
acres would be left in the hands of the persons who 
have bought them on speculation. 

Mr. VINTON objected to any such inference be- 
ing drawn from what he said. He was as much op- 

osed to the public lands being the object of specu- 
ation as any one. 

Mr. HOUSTON said the gentleman could not 
deny using the argument he quoted, though he said 
he was as much opposed to speculation as any one. 
The gentleman further went on to argue that if this 
bill passed it would not add one single individual to 
the population of the West, nor cause the sale of a 
single additional acre of land. Now the gentleman 
from Maryland, who joined in opposition to this 
bill, used an argument that was entirely opposite to 
this. He said that the passage of the bill would 
depopulate the old States. These two arguments, 
from gentlemen who maintain the same side of the 
question, were entirely inconsistent with each other. 
Mr. H. then proceeded to show the reasons why 
this bill ought to pass, dwelling on the sacred obli- 
gations of the government to administer the trust 
fund of the public lands in conformity with the 
terms for which it was granted. He contended that 
it would be a culpable disregard of this trust to hold 
the property up at so high a rate that it could not 
find purchasers. 

If gentlemen were trustees under a trust-deed 
which required the sale of the trust property for par- 
ticular specified objects, he would like to know if 
the trust would be discharged by holding up the 
property at an enormous price. The question was 
avery simple one. The trustee must administer 





his trust in accordance with the terms of the trust- 
deed; and if there were no directions given, it must 
be done just asa prudent man’s common sense 
would dictate. It would not do to say that they 
had complied with the condition that they should 
offer the property for sale, while they offered it at a 
price which prevented the sale. 

He then drew an illustration from the operation 
of the tariff, which operated unequally, and more 
for the interests of some than of others, and yet was 
submitted to because it was the best that could be 
adopted for the good of the whole. 

e next proceeded to notice the operation of the 
system of allowing these lands to be unsold on the 
States themselves, by exempting them from taxation 
for the State purposes. 

He also replied to the argument of the gentleman 
from Vermont, [Mr. Marsu,} in which that gentle- 
man contended that the time these lands had been in 
the market was no test of their value; and then no- 
ticed two or three suggestions which had been made 
for the reduction of the price of these lands. The 
proposition to survey the lands he held to be im- 
practicable and objectionable, inasmuch as such sur- 
vey would cost more than the lands were worth. 
He was also opposed to the proposed classification of 
the lands by the register of the land office. He 
called the attention of the committee to some tabu- 
lar statements which he made at the last session, on 
which he commented at some length; and he ap- 
pealed to the committee, especially to some gentle- 
men from New York who had spoken on this sub- 
ject, to pass this bill. 

He was cut short in his argument by the expira- 
tion of his allotted hour, but obtained a few mo- 
ments from the time of the gentleman who suc- 
ceeded him to state some facts bearing on the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McDOWELL said he resided in a portion of 
the valley of the Mississippi, which he was exceed- 
ingly anxious to see aided in the development of its 
resources; and therefore he was opposed to the erec- 
tion of any barrier by this government which would 
prevent the accomplishment of that object. They 
wanted population; and therefore they were anx- 
ious to do that which would induce population to 
emigrate. During the year 1837, speculators over- 
run the western country from the eastern States; 
and he had no objection to the settlement of those 
gentlemen in the western country; but that was not 
their intention; and, having secured large tracts of 
the public land, some of which they had sold out 
at large profits to the poor man, they were now op- 
posed to a graduation of price, for the purpose of 
upholding the price of that which they still held. 
Some gentlemen objected to this bill, because they 
believed it would enable men to speculate; or, in 
other words, they would not pass a good law, be- 
cause it might possibly be abused. But he did not 
consider that a good reason for the rejection of this 
bill. 

He had been amused at the reasons that had been 
urged against the graduation bill. It had been op- 

osed on the ground that this government ought to 
Fold on to the land for the purpose of speculating 
itself. On whom would it speculate? On its own 

eople. Was that the object of the cessions made 
a the States? No; the object was to enable the 
government to pay its debts; to effect the settlement 
of the States, and their introduction into the Union. 
It was never dreamed by those who made the ces- 
sions that this government would hold on to the 
lands forty or fifty years, and prevent their sales by 
holding them at high at i 

Gentlemen opposed the graduation principle on 
the ground that it would prevent the establishment 
of a great measure—the distribution of the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands among the States. 
Mr. McD. examined the practical workings of the 
system of distribution, pointing out the ee 
of advantages conferred by it upon the different 
classes of community, particularly ‘its exclusive 
benefits conferred upon the rich, and its oppression 
of the poor. He went for this system, because it 
would enable the poor man to get the lands at a low 
price; if they did not get them at a low price, they 
would not get them at all. 

Another effect of the graduation system would be 
to invite a large number of individuals who had 
settled in the eastern cities, who were half 
starved and dependent on those who employ- 
ed them, to go to the West, where, with lit- 
tle funds, they could secure a small farm on 
which to subsist and bring up their families, 
where they would get rid of that feeling of depend- 








ence which made them slaves, where they would 
breathe the free air of heaven and feel as freemen and 
actas freemen. He referred to the actual opera- 
tion and effects of this system of western emigra- 
tion as substantially the position he had taken. 
There were hundreds of instances of men who, a 
few years ago, had wended their way from the ald 
States and crossed the mountains in an old cart with 
scarcely a pound of iron upon it, and which was 
groaning beneath the weight of seven or eight child- 
ren and all their effects, who had now become land- 
holders, legislators, and respectable and virtuous 
men. There was a re-energizing, a transforming 
influence in the air west of the mountains that did 
not exist in the eastern States. Mr. McD. carried 
out this idea with some earnestness. 

He argued that it was as much the duty of every 
man, east as well as west of the mountains, to do 
all they could do to aid in bringing out the vast re- 
sources of the Mississippi valley; and that this bill 
should be voted on and sanctioned with an enlarged 
national view of the benefits that would hence be ren- 
dered to all the interests and sections of the coun- 
try. 

Mr. RATHBURN obtained the floor, but few 

moments remaining for debate. ‘The argument 
used by the gertleman who had just taken his seat 
(he said) was one which struck with a peculiar 
force every eastern and northern man. If the gen- 
tlemen thought that they of those sections looked 
with jealousy upon the West—that they would for 
a moment prevent the rapid improvement and settle- 
ment of that country—they were entirely mistaken. 
They felt as lively an interest in the progress of 
that country as any other section of our confeder- 
acy whatever. But because they regarded the wel- 
fare of those who had gone over, because they 
would not wrong those who had settled on the pub- 
lic lands, they were unwilling to break up§that 
system under which these lands had heen settled 
and been improved—under which new States had 
sprung up as if by enchantment—under which 
wealth and prosperity had spread over the western 
country. 
Of the public lands since they were first brought 
into market, there had been sold about one hundred 
millions of acres, and there were now in market 
about one hundred and fifty millions more. A large 
portion of these lands had been in market from five 
to forty-five years; and by the operation of this 
bill, without regard to the quality of the lands, but 
according to the number of years they had been in 
market, were they to be disposed of. Now it was 
not assuming too much to say, that of the lands yet 
remaining in market there were as good lands to be 
found as any that had been sold. 

But it was said that the lands were unfit for cul- 
tivation, and thus their prices were to be reduced 
for the benefit of the poor man. Was that the way 
to legislate for the poor man, to pay him off in 
lands actually unfit for cultivation? The industrious 
poor man, under the system at present subsisting, 
and which had worked so well, with $50 could buy 
forty acres of Jand, and with the proceeds of his in- 
dustry could enlarge his lands from time to time, as 
he saw fit. There was many a man in New York 
with forty acres of land, who was as independent 
asany man. It was not the quantity of land, but 
the mode of cultivation, and the energy and indus- 
try of the cultivator, which were the important ele- 
ments of prosperity. 

But who was to buy these lands at this reduced 
price proposed? The poor man? Where would he get 
the money? He apprehended it would be the rich 
man, who would sell out the lands at retail at differ- 
ent prices. 

Mr. HOUSTON explained that it was a provision 
of the bill which the gentleman seemed to have over- 
looked, that the land obtained under it could not be 
transferred, and that the persons who bought it 
should become actual settlers. 

Mr. RATHBUN resuming, said it was not ne- 
cessary to answer that argument in any other way 
than that the rich man would say to the poor man, 
“go on to my land; cultivate jt legally two or three 

ears, and then you may have it at a certain price.” 
t was out of the question to prevent evasions of the 
law. Thetruth was, that underthis bill as good 
lands as were ever sold, would be brought into’ mar- 
ket and sold io speculators, who would retail them 
to the poor man. For this reason, and for others 
which he had not time to state, he was opposed to 
the bill. 

He believed a system might be devised, by which 
these lands should be ceded to the States on certain 
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terms, and it be left to the States to dispose of them 
as they saw fit to their people; and he should be 
willing to vote for it. But this was a proposition to 
strike down the prices of all the public domain in 
market, to annihilate at a single blow a system 
which had worked so well, and to force into market 
too many of the public lands. 

The time alloued to debate having expired, the 
committee proceeded to vote. 

At one o'clock, the CHAIR announced that the 
hour for the termination of the debate had arrived, 
and that the committee would proceed to vote on 
the pending amendments. 

The question was first taken on the amendment of 
Mr. A. Stewart to the amendment, as follows: 


Ind provided further, That the proviso contained in the 
sixth section of the act of 4th September, 1841, entitled “An 
actto appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, and to grant pre-emption rights;” which proviso sus- 
pends the operation of the said act, whenever any duty on 
foreign imports exceeds percent. ad valorem, be, and the 
same is hereby repealed, and the said act is hereby, declared 
to be in full furce from and after the Sist day of March, 
1545. 


This amendment was rejected without a division. 

Mr. MURPHY then offered the following as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That all lands of the United States which shall have been 
subject to entry for five years or upwards prior to the pas- 
sage of this act, and still remaining unsold, may be entered 
for settiement at the price of one mill peracre for any quan- 
tity not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres. Provided 
that such eatry shall be void and of no effect, unless the per- 
son making such entry, or application for entry, shall be of 
the age of twenty-one years, and shall become an actual 
settler upon the land so entered within six months after such 
entry, and that no person shall be « ntitled to make more 
than one such entry. 


The question was then puton Mr. Cary’s amend- 
ment, which was offered as a substitution for the 
original bill: 


Amendment offered in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, by Mr. Surenern Cary, to the bill (H. R. 
2) to “reduce and graduate the price of the public lands 
in favor of actual settlers and cultivators ” 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of dmericain Congress assembled, That all 
of the lands ofthe United States which shall have been sub- 
ject to entry ten years, and under twenty years, priorto the 
time an application may be made to enter the same under 
the provisions of this uct, and still remaining unsold, may 
be entered for settlement and cultivation at the price of one 
dollar per acre, for any quantity not exceeding one hundred 
and sixty acres; andall of the lands of the United States 
which shall have been subject to entry twenty years, and 
under thirty years, prior to the time an application may be 
made to enter the same under the provisions of this act, and 
still remaining unsold, may be entered for settlement and 
cultivation at the price of seventy-five cents per acre, for 
any quantity not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres; 
and all of the lands of the United States which shall have 
been subject to entry for thirty years and upwards prior to 
the time an application may be made to enter the same un- 
der the provisions of this act, and still remaining unsold 
may be entered for settlement and cultivation at the price of 
fifty cents per acre, for any quantity not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres:gProvided, That none of the provisions 
of this act shall apply to any lands of the United States with- 
in any of the Territories. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, Thatthe person making 
entry, or application for entry, under the provisions of this 
act, and ateither of the prices designated therein, shall first 
make an affidavit before the register or receiver of the 
proper land office where entry is proposed to be made, that 
the said applieant enters and proposes to center the same for 
his own use and benefit, for settlement and cultivation by 
and for him or herself; and that the said applicant has made 
no entry underthe provisions of this act, or no entry in 
pursuance thereof, which, together with the additional entry 
then proposed to be made, will make the whole quantity so 
entered and proposed to be entered exceed one hundred and 
sixty acres; and all entries at either of the prices designated 
by this act, contrary to the true intent and meaning there- 
of, are hereby declared to be nulland void: Provided, That 
this act shall not apply to the alternate sections of land re- 
served, or which may be reserved, by the United States, 
within any of the States 

Sec.3. wind be it further enacted, That patents shall not 
issuc for land entered under the provisions of this act, until 
the expiration of three years after said entry; and at the 
time application may be made fora patent, the purchaser 
under this act, before he shali be entitled to the same, shall 
first prove, by disinterested witnesses, to the satisfaction of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, that said pur- 
chaser has resided upon and cultivated said land, so entered, 
for three consecutive years preceding his application for a 
patent; and all assignments, in trust er otherwise, all sales, 
conveyances, and transters, by any of said purchasers of 
any of said lands, before apatent s} all have issued fer the 
same, shall be absolutely null and void; and in the event of 
the death of any of said purchasers prior to the issuance ofa 
patent in their behalf, all of the rights and privileges under 
the provisions of this act, te which he or she was entitled, 
shall accrue !belong to his or her heirs, to enable them 
to perfect the said land title, and obtain a patent therefor. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved to amend this 
amendment so as to provide for five years’ instead 
of three years’ residence on the tract purchased, pre- 
vious to the issuing of a pafent to the purchaser. 

Mr. CARY accepted this proposition as a modifi- 
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cation of his amendment; and the amendment, thus 
modified, was agreed to—ayes 92, noes 25. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. THOMASSON rose to a question of order. 
An entirely new proposition had been adopted as a 
substitute for the original bill, and it was therefore 
in order to offer an amendmentto it. He asked that 
the question be put on his amendment. 

The CHAIR decided that the amendment was 
not in order, a motion to strike out and insert having 
been already adopted. 

Mr. TMOMASSON appealed from the decision 
of the Chair; and on putting the question on the ap- 
peal, the decision of the Chair was sustained by the 
House—ayes 80, noes 47. 

The question recurring on the motion that the 
committee rise and report the bi!l to the House, it 
was carried, and the committee accordingly rose and 
reported the bill as amended. 

Mr. HOUSTON then called for the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded by the House—ayes 78, 
noes 67. 

Mr. VINTON moved to lay the bill on the ta- 
ble. 

Mr. THOMPSON called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAMLIN called for the readisg of the bill, 
as amended, and it was read accordingly. 

Mr. THOMASSON desired to know ifa motion 
to recommmit the bill with amendments would be in 
order. 

The CHAIR said it would not. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and the 
question being put on laying the bill on the table, 
it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 
97—as follows: 


YEAS—Meesrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker- 
Barringer, Barnard, Bayly, Benton, Brengle, Brodhead, Buf- 
fington, Burke, Carpenter, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Chap, 
pell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, 
Dana, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, 
Deberry, Dickey, Dillingham, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Flo- 
rence, Foot, Fester, French, Giddings, Goggin, B. Green, 
Grinnell, Grider, Hale, Harper, Hubbell, Hudson, Hun- 
gerford, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, 
Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, Lucas, Mellvaine, Marsh, 
Edward J. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Moseley, Newton, 
Norris, Paterson, Peyton, Phoenix, Pollock, Elisha R. 
Potter, Preston, Ramsay, Rathbun, Rayner, David S. 
Reid, Reding, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, Saunders, 
Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David 
L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Andrew Stewart, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Strong, Summers, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, John White, Winthrop, 
Woodward, and William Wright—103. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Belser, Bidlack, 
James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brinkerhoff, A. V. Brown, W. J. Brown, Caldwell, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepherd Cary, A. A. Chapman, Clinton, 
Cobb, Cross, Cullom, J. W. Davis, Dawson, Dellet, Doug- 
lass, Duncan, Ellis, Ficklin, Fuller, Hannibal Hamlin, 
Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Labranche, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, 
MeClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Mathews, Joseph Morris, Isaac E. Morse, Owen, Par- 
menter, Payne, Pettit, EmerygD. Potter, Pratt, Relfe, Ritter, 
Roberts, St. John, Sample, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, James W. 
Stone, Alfred P. Stone, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Benjamin 
White, Williams, Joseph A. Wright, Yancey, and Yost—97. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved that the rules be suspended, 
that the House might resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, with a view 
of testing the sense of the House onthe post office 
bill. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 


Vinton in the chair.) 

Mr. WELLER moved that the committee take up 
the bill extending the rights of suffrage in the city 
of Washington; which was negatived. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE INDIAN DEPART- 


MENT. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the bill before the 
committee was the ‘‘bill making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
the various Indians tribes for the fiscal year com- 
mencing on the Ist day of July, 1845, and ending 
on the 30th day of June, 1846.” 

On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the following 
item was stricken out: For the necessary buildings 
required at the several agencies, and repairs thereof, 
authorized by the act of June 18, 1834, $2,000. 

Mr. McKAY then submitted an amendment, 
which embraced a variety of items. 

Mr. WELLER submitted the following, as an 
amendment to the amendment: To make good the 


interest on investments in State stocks and bonds fo; 
various Indian tribes, not yet paid by the States 
and be reimbursed out of the interest when co): 
lected, $62,502 43. 

Mr. ADAMS objected to the amendment to the 
amendment, that it was an assumption of State 
debts. 

Mr. McKAY entered into some explanatory state. 
ments, and caused very long extracts from the trea- 
ties to be read in illustration of his argument. 

Mr. ADAMS understood that the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means admitted tha 
this proposition amounted to an assumption of debts 
due from several of the States to the amount of 
$60,000 or $70,000; which, being paid, made the 
United States creditors to the several States for 
whom the money was paid. The chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means said he had voted 
against it at the last session; he hoped the gentle- 
man would vote in that way at the present time. If 
this House and the other House would agree to as- 
sume all the debts of all the States, he would then 
vote for this propusition. It would be the greatest 
injustice to the Indians; but if the principle of anti- 
assumption was to be maintained, he did not think 
the exceptions to this principle should be in this 
form; but he thought the government of the United 
States was bound to call on the several States, who, 
by repudiation, had been delinquent in the payment 
of these debts, to pay them to the full extent. 

Mr. BAYLY asked for the reading of the amend- 
ment; which was read by the Clerk. 

The remarks of the gentleman from Massachu- 

setts, he said, had compelled him, from the position 
he happened to occupy on this question at the last 
session of Congress, to make a remark in reply. 
He referred to the history of the proposition at the 
last session, showing, among other things, that, con- 
trary to the declaration of the gentleman from Mas. 
sachusetts, it had not passed here without the most 
serious objection, and in fact had been twice reject- 
ed here, and only finally agreed to on the adoption 
of the report of the committee of conference. A 
short reference to the facts of the case would con- 
vince the committee that the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that this proposition was 
an assumption of State debts was wholly unfound- 
ed. In our negotiations with sundry Indian 
tribes, we acquired their lands by treaty, in 
which the investment of a part of the purchase 
money was guarantied for the supplying them with 
implements of husbandry, with school books, the 
maintenance of school teachers and schools. In 
every one of these instances where we retained a 
portion of these moneys, they were to be applied 
to purposes of civilizatien; and the stipulation of the 
treaty by which this money was retained, was 
rather at our instance, than at the instance of the 
Indians, and rather for our benefit than for their 
benefit. Well, having invested this money in State 
stocks, when these stocks turned out unproductive, 
ought they not, as trustees, to make it good? If it 
was said that the investment was judicious at the 
time, and since having turned out unsound, 
therefore, the government ought not to be bound for 
it, he said that, dealing with these Indians, who 
were under our tutilage, who were our wards, who 
could not understand a technicality of that sort, we 
ought not to rely on such a plea as this to shield 
us from the payment of the moneys we owed to the 
Indians. Even if the treaties did direct an invest- 
ment of the moneys in State stocks, what did 
these Indians know about State stocks? It was left 
to our discretion; and, acting astheir trustees, we 
were bound, on every principle of justice, to make 
this appropriation. It was proposed only to pay 
the interest to these Indians, until the States become 
solvent. When they did, the whole amount would 
be refunded. If not, the burden would fall upon 
this government, and not on these unfortunate In- 
dians. 
{ He pointed out some of the disastrous effects that 
would result from this failure, from whatever rea- 
son, however good, to make these payments to 
the Indians, viz: in case of their agricultural im- 
plements being withheld from them, their liability 
to fall back into their former uncivilized state; the 
breaking up of their schools; the filling their anfor- 
tunate race. whose relation to us was that of twul- 
age, with ill feelings and distrust towards the gov- 
ernment. They would consider it an open, flagrant 
breach of ourtreaty. It was no principle, he con- 
tended, of assuming the State debts. 

Mr. ADAMS said the gentleman from Virginia 
appeared to have answered every part of his re- 
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marks except the precise objection which he had 
made. He(Mr. A.) had stated that it would be 
the extreme of injustice to make the Indians suffer 
jn consequence of this (as the gentleman callegit) un- 
fortunate investment. The gentleman denied that 
this was an assumption of State debts. And how 
did he prove it? Why, he showed that this House, 
by a large majority, had rejected it at the last session 
of Congress. The interest of the money, he (Mr. 
A.) contended, was a part of the debt as completely 
as the principal; and when this government paid it 
for the States, did they not assume it? Ifthe gen- 
tleman was pleased to call it a technicality, why, 
technicality letitbe. It was solid money—money 
which his constituents, and the constituents of eve- 
ry man in the House, would be charged with. 
What he wished was, that this government should 
prevail on the States to pay this money, or to take 
some other mode than that proposed to satisfy these 
Indians, because this sanctioned the principle of 
assumption. He had no objection to it as a general 
principle. The States of this Union ought to be 
treated equally on this floor. If we paid the debts 
of Maryland and Indiana, why not of Massachu- 
setts and other States? In every instance in which 
they paid one cent of the debts of the States, they 
give the right toall the States to call on them to 
pay all their debts. You promised (said Mr. A.) 
io Invest this money in State stocks: You nvested 
them in United States stock, as the event proves. 

Mr. WELLER had no idea, when he offered 
this amendment, that any gentleman could resolve 
it into an assumption of the State debts. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts went on the assump- 
tion that these bonds were held by the Indians. 
The fact was, that the general government had in- 
vested this portion of the moneys due the Indians in 
State stocks. The general government had bound 
itself by treaty stipulations weh the Indians. ‘The 
gentleman said that, if the general government car- 
ried out its solemn obligations, thereby it assumed 
the debts of the States. Would any gentleman 
have put such aconstruction upon it, except the 
gentleman from Massachusetts’ 

The State governments were unable at present to 
pay the interest on these bonds, which the general 
government now owed. He asked whither this 
fact exonerated the government from the obliga- 
tions of these ‘bonds growing out of its contracts 
with the Indians. Certainly not. If the general 
government carried out its own contract, and paid 
its debts, it was not an assumption of State debts. 

Would the payment to the Indians of the interest 
which the government had guarantied to them be an 
assumption of State debts? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly it would. 

Mr. WELLER. The gentleman says that it 
would. The government had assumed to pay the 
interest of the money invested by them belonging to 
the Indians; and if it pays this debt, the gentleman 
says the government is bound to pay everybody to 
whom the States-are indebted. The government 
was bound by treaty to make good the investment it 
made of the money of these Indians, and to take 
care that the interest is paid annually. Now the 
fulfiment of this solemn guaranty, the gentleman 
said, would be an assumption of the debts of the 
States. A strange conclusion to which the gentle- 
man had arrived, and which he could not see the 
justice of. If this was an assumption of State debts, 
he should not expect the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to oppose it. But it was not an assumption, 
and could not, by any reasonable course of argu- 
ment, be made anything like it. 

Mr. BAYLY said the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Apams] complained that he did not 
answer the gist of his argument. The gentleman 
said that he maintained this to be, in principle, an 
assumption of State debts, and complained that he 
(Mr. B.) did not answer that part of his 
argument. Now, the reasoning of the honora- 
ble gentleman was entirely erroneous, because 
he had mistaken the creditor in this instance. 
The States djd not owe the Indians a dollar. If they 
did, he would be opposed to this proposition— 
though the gentleman himself might, from the 
latitudinous views he took. of the powers of Con- 

ss. The States (said Mr. B.) do not owe the In- 

ians, but they owe us. and we owe the Indians; 
and tecause the States won’t pay us,,the gentleman 
says that we must not pay the Indians what is just- 
ly duethem. ‘The state of this debt was entirely 

ifferent from those due by the States. The capi- 
talists who contracted with them in their onees 
capacity, contracted with their eyes open, and the 
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government had nothing to do with it. But in this 
case it was very different. The Indians did not 
contract with the States, but contracted with the 
government, which is bound by every principle of 
honor to pay them. The error, if any, was com- 
mitted when the treaty was negotiated, by the gov- 
ernment becoming a creditor of the States. He re- 
gretted that the gentleman from Massachusetts or 
any one else should consider this proposition as hav- 
ing the slightest appearance of an assumption of the 
debts of the States. 

Mr. JOSEPH R. INGERSOLL did not con- 
sider this measure in the slightest degree as an as- 
sumption of State debts, and he likened it to the 
case of the Smithsonian legacy, which had been in- 
vested in State stocks, that, by the default of the 
States which issued them, were now, and would 
probably for some years to come, be utterly una- 
vailable. 

Now it was the duty of the government, acting 
in good faith as the trustee of this fund, to make it 
good, so as to carry out the benevolent intentions of 
the devisor, and it was equally its duty to make good 
the fund it had invested for the benefit of the In- 
dians. 

Mr. COLLAMER observed that as all seemed to 
be on one side on this question, aad every gentleman 
would vote for it, he only wished to preface his vote 
by saying that he would not consider it as sanction- 
ing an assumption of the debts of the States. He 
wished it to be understood that, in voting for this 
proposition, he did not adopt the principle of as- 
suming the debts of the Siates. He would vote for 
it on the ground that the government was bound to 
pay the interest on the money which they had in- 
vested in these unavailable State stocks for the bene- 
fit of the Indians. The payment of the interest was 
certainly not an assumption of the debt. 

Mr. McKAY observed that these objections 
might very properly have been made by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts in 1842, when his friends 
were in the majority in the House, and the propo- 
sition was made for the first time to pay the interest 
on these investments. As was very properly re- 
marked by the gentleman from Vermont, the pay- 
ment of the interest was not assuming the debt. It 
was proper to remark to the committee that there 
were three descriptions of cases provided for in this 

roposition. In several of the treaties made with the 
Sadie, there was no provision made for an invest- 
ment of the money granted them. Insuch cases, when 
the government took upon itself the responsibility of 
investing the money, it did it at its own hazard, 
and was therefore bound to make it good. In the 
second class of cases, the treaties made it obligato- 
ry on the government to invest the money in some 
safe stocks; but the government agreed to guaran- 
ty the punctual payment of the interest annually. 
In both these cases the government was bound to 
make good any deficiency that might exist. In 
the other cases ,where there was a stipulation in the 
treaty that the fund should be invested by the 
President, and it turned out that the investment had 
been an unfortunate one, and the interest was not 
paid, he did not see how the government was bound 
to reimburse the loss. The appropriation, howey- 
er, for this object, had been made for two years past, 
and he did not see why it should not be done 
then. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
to the amendment was adopted. 

The question recurring on the amendment, 

Mr. CROSS moved to amend it, by increasing the 
amount appropriated for the loss of the Cherokee 
fund, which was lost in transportation by the ex- 
plosion of the steamboat Black Hawk, from $8,610 
to $9,697. 

Mr. C. explained the object of this amendment 
to be to reimburse a paymaater for the cost of the 
transportation of the money lost in that explosion, 
and which, in the settlement of his accounts, had 
not been allowed him. 

Mr. McKAY made some observations in expla- 
nation. 

Mr. CROSS continued further te advocate his 
amendment, and to read extracts from official doc- 
uments in illustration thereof. 

Mr. McKAY continued the debate in explana- 
tion. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. |. E. 
MORSE, GARRET DAVIS, CROSS, DAWSON, 
and McKAY. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amenment was rejected by—ayes 12, noes not 
counted. 
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The question recurring on the amendment as pre- 
viously amended, was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported. 

Mr. A. C. DODGE moved an amendment to add 
an appropriation of $5,000 to defray the expenses 
of treaty with the Winnebago Indians for the ex- 
tinguishment of their title to lands claimed in lowa, 
of the expenses of their removal to lands selected 
for them, &c. 

Mr. D. said he had received an official letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, calling his at- 
tention to the importance of this amendment, and 
suggesting the propriety of offering it at this time. 
It was a measure called for alike by motives of in- 
terest and philanthropy. 

Some conversstion arose between Messrs. Mc- 
KAY and DODGE. 

Mr. McKAY raised a point of order against the 
amendment, on the ground that it was a new a pro- 
priation proposed to the regular aypropriation an 

After some conversation by several gentlemen, 

The CHAIRMAN sustained the point of order, 
thus throwing out the amendment. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON appealed from the deci- 
sion. 

On motion, the committee rose and reported prog- 
ress. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the annual 
communication from the Post Office Department re- 
quired by the law reorganizing the Post Office De- 
partmant, showing the contracts for the transmis- 
sion of the mail during the year, &c., &c.: laid upon 
the table. 

Also several other communications from the Post 
Office Department and the Treasury Department; 
one from the State Department, in answer to a re- 
cent resolution of the House, calling for the amountof 
the debt of ‘Texas, and her public lands; and one from 
the War Department, giving information as to the 
amount of the claims of the State of Georgia, for ser- 
vices of her militia; all which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAMSEY, on leave, gave notice of the intro- 
duction of the bill of which he asked leave to give 
notice at an early part of the day, (as appears 
above.) 

Mr. STILES, on leave, made a report from the 
Post Office Committee, which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The House then adjourned. 


— 

















The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The petition of Daniel Newman, 
asking a pension for serviees during the late war with 
Great Britain: referred to thé Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, 

By Mr. JOSEPH A. WRIGHT: The petition of A. N. 
Pattengill, of Indiana, praying for compensation for one 
month's extra pay upon a mail route in Indiana: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DEAN: The petition of Job Scott and others, and 
of Elisha Ervin and others. against the annexation of Texas 
to the United States. The petition of John T. Price and 
others, for the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia. Also the petition of Adam Dunbar and others, against 
the right of reclaiming slaves, &c. 

Mr. A. P. STONE: The memorial of Levi Nichols, pray- 
ing Congress to grant hima pension: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also the memorial of 
James Russelland 92 others, citizens of the State of Ohio, 
praying Congress to furnish seid Russell with means to 
construct a national planetarium at Washington. 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of the inhabitants of Bag 
harbor, in the State of New York, for the erection of a light- 
house on Gardiner’s Island. 

By Mr. 8. CAREY: The petition of the inhabitants of 
Frenchman’s bay fora light-house: referred to the Comit- 
tee on Commerce. Also the petition of Samuel Gill and 29 
others, of Augusta, Maine, fora reduction of the price of 
the public land to actual settlers: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of 136 citizens of Kendall, 
New York, for the reduction of postage. 

By Mr. LABRANCHE: The papers of Jacob Barker, of 
New Orleans, in relation to certain claims against the gov- 
ernment of the United States: referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of Hart Donough and 
others, in favor of the purchase of Evans’s safety valve for 
the use of government steamers: referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of N. Alvard and oth- 
ers for the abolition of the franking privilege, aud for the 
reduction of postage to two cents on all half-ounce letters, 

if prepaid. Also, the petition of L. Himrod and others for 
the same purpose: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. E. D. POTTER: The petition of 45 citizens of 
Henry county, Ohio, for a post-route from Van Buren, Han- 
cock county, to Adrian, Lenawee county, Michigan. Tie 
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petition of 24 citizens of Williams county, Ohio, for a change 
in the rates of postage. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvunspvay, February 6, 1845. 
Mr. JOHNSON submitted the paoed resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies one day on the table, viz: 


Resolved, That there be furnished, for the use of the Sen- 
ate, the further number of copies of the map of 
Texas, which has been engraved for the Senate, provided 
they be furnished at a price not exceeding that at which 
the additional copies heretotore ordered were limited. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill for the relief of Joseph Ramsey. 

Onmotion by Mr. HANNEGAN, he was e xcused from 
any further service on the Committee on Enrolled Bills; 

nd, 

On the motion by Mr. DICKINSON, the vacancy thus oc- 
casioned was authorized to be filled by the Chair. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from the inhabitants 
of Reading, Massachusetts, remonstrating against the an- 
nexation of Texus to the United States; which was ordered 
to lic on the table 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files the papers inthe case of James W. 
Lowe; and 

On motion by Mr. STURGEON, leave was granted to 
with an from the files the papers of John Washington. 

Vir. TAPVAN, trom the Joint Committee onthe Library, 
to which was referred the joint resolution for the distribu- 
tionot the work on the exploring expedition, reported 
back a substitute for it—the original having been destroyed 
by tire 

, DAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which the subject had been referred, on resolutions of State 
legislatures, and petitions of me mbe rs of the bar in various 
sections of the country, reported a bill providing for the 
purchase and distribution of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States among the several States and 

Territories; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
ih 

TF he resolution submitted by Mr. Barrow, a few davs ago, 
authorizing the printing of a certain map of the Gulf of 
Mexico, having come up for consideration, was, on his mo- 
tion, passed by for the present. 

The adverse reports of the standing committees in the 
cases of Frances Edwards, James Arnold, Sally Bass, James 
H. Gale, and the professors of William and M: wry College, 
Virginia, were severally taken up and concurred in by the 
Senate 

The joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ an additional inspector of the customs 
for the port of New Orleans, was read the third time, and 
prisse d. 

On motion by Mr. FOSTER, the previous orders of the 
day were postponed, and the joint resolution to suspend a 
part of the third section of the joint resolution of the llth 
September, 1841, relating to armories, was taken up for 
consideration, as in committee of the whole. 

On motion by Mr. BREESE, the joint resolution proposed 
to be si uspe nded was read 

There being no proposition to amend the resolution, it 
was reported to the Senate; and, the question being, Shall 
it be ordered to be engrossed and re ad a third time ?— 

Mr. TAPPAN called for some information as to the neces- 
sity of the passage of the resolution. 

Mir. BAYARD remarked that the joint resolution was in- 
troduced by the senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Fosrrr,] and 
referred to the Commiitee on Naval Affairs, which commit- 
tee reported in favor of its passage. The resolution pro- 
posed to be suspended by it was the third ofa series of res- 
olutions passed onthe llth of September, 1841, providing 
that no public money should be expended on any site or 
land purchased by the United States, until the written opin- 
ion of the Attorney General was first had in favor of thevalid- 
ity of the title; and also that the consent of the legislature 
of the State in which the land is situated shall be given to 
the said pure hase, There are two things thus required by 
that resolution the examination of the Attorney Ge sneral, 
and the giving of a certificate of his opinion affirming the 
validity of the title and the assent of the State to the pur- 
chase. At the last session of Congress an appropriation 
was made for the purpose of constructing a naval depot at 
Memphis, Tennessee. Now the resolution introduced by 
the senator from Tennessee, did not pneee to dispense 
with the certificate of the Attorney General, in relation to 
the validity of the title to the land on which it was proposed 
to erect the yard at Memphis. The object of the resolution 
was intended merely to dispense with the consent of the 
States asa precedent to the application of the appropriation. 
The State of Tennessee had itself memorialized Congress in 
relation to this very matter of erecting a yard there, and 
there could not be the shadow of a doubt that the 
assent of the State would be readily given, so svon 
as the legislature shall meet. ‘This resolution  sim- 
ply dispenses with so much of the third resolution 
as required the assent of the State as a condition precedent, 
but leaves the matter of the legality of the title as provided 
by act. Noexpenditure of money can take place at Mem- 
phis, ifthe resolution be passed, until the certificate of the 
Attorney General be given. The reason why this resolu- 
tion is necessary, is, that the legislature is not in session, 
and will not be fora year to come; and if the resolution be 
not passed, aapone the Attorney General should find the 

title to be good, no expenditure of money can take place 
for the contemplated depot until the je vislature shall 
meet 

Mr. BREESE remarked that, if such was the object mere- 
iy of the resolution, he would withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The resolution was then ordered to be engrossed fora 

third reading. 


POST OFFICE REFORM. 
The general orders having been announced, the unfinish- 
ed business of yesterday was resumed, being the panes 


consideration of the bill to reduce the rates of postage, to 
limit the use-and correct the abuse of the franking privilege, 
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and for the prevention of frauds on the revenues of the Post 
Office Department. 

The CHAIR stated the pending question to be, primarily, 
on concurring in the amendment made, as in committee of 
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the whole, to strike out the ninth section; but before that 
question was put, it was in order to amend the section, and, 
accordingly, the senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmons, ]} 
had moved to strike out all after the words, shall be, in the 
sixth line, and insert, allowed to frank their uwn letters not 
exceeding two ounces cack, and speeches made by them in Con- 
gress, Which amendment the senator from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Bucuanan,}] moved to amend by striking out the words, 
lelters not exceeding two ounces each, and, the ettect of which 
would be to allow members the privilege of franking only 
their speeches made in Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN called for the reading of the section as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

It _ read, as follows: 

Src. 9. nd be it further enacted, That in lieu of the priv- 
ilege heretofore allowed to the members of Congress, of 
sending to their constituents and others, letters or other 
written or printed communications free of postage through 
the mail, each member of Congress and Delegate from a 
territory shall be allowed to frank (their own letters, not ex- 
ceeding two ounces each and) speeches made by them in Con- 
gress. 

The part in brackets showing the words moved by Mr. 
Bucuanan to be stricken out. 

Mr. FOSTER suggested the propriety of striking out the 
words hy them, so as to allow members to send other than 
their own speeches. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON believed that, before any other 
amendment could be in order, the question should be taken 
on the motion of the senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucu- 
ANAN,] to amend the amendment ofthe senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Simmons.] 

Mr. MERRICK concurred that such was the only course 
in order; and he recapitulated the pending question as stated 
in the first instance by the Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN understood that the bill also provided for 
letters being received by members of Congress free during 
each session. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. 
days after each session. 

Mr. SIMMONS stated that in case this section was struck 
out, he would submit a substitute, the purpose of which 
would be to leave the privilege of members the same us it 
is now, but tohave the postage on their letters to their con- 
stituents and the postage on the letters of the departments 
on their official business, paid over from their respective 
contingent funds to the post office department. Should his 
amendment now pending prevail, he would move to strike 
out the words by them, as suggested by the sanator from 
Tennessee, [Mr Foster.]} 

Mr. BUCHANAN said the first question was upon his 
amendment to the amendment; and that was simply whether 
members were to frank their letters, or pay their own post- 
age. 

Mr. BENTON asked would the word letters apply to 
printe od letters as well as manuscript letters. 

ir SIMMONS said that if any difficulty presented itself 
on that point, it could be amended afte Tw ards. 

The yeas and nays on Mr. Bucnanan’s amendment having 
been ordere d yesterday, were now taken, and resulted yeas 
17, nays 23, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Breese, Buchanan, Dix, Dickin- 
son, Fairfield, Francis, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mer- 


rick, Miller, Niles, Sturgeon, Uphem, White, and Wood- 
bury—1l7. 


NAYS—Messrs. 


Yes, and for 30 days before and 30 


Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bag- 
by, Barrow, Benton, C hoate, € layton, Colquitt, Evans, 
Foster, Hannegan, Hay wood, Johnson, Lewis, Pearce, 
Phelps, Porter, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, and Tappan—23. 

The question recurring on Mr. Simmons’s amendment, 
Mr. S. modified that amendment by leaving out the words 
by them. 

Mr. MERRICK said this brought the question to Whether 
the Senate would consent that members of Congress should 
retain the franking privilege as it now exists, or let the sec- 
tion stand, as reported by the Post Office Committee, lim- 
iting their franks to five covers each daily, to be furnished 
by the department during the sessions of Congress. 

Mr. BENTON inquired of the chair what was the pend- 
ing question. 

The CHAIR stated it to be on the amendment proposed 
by the senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. re which 
was again read in connection with the first part of the 9th 
section as before giv en. 

Mr. BENTON’S impression was that the privilege should 
he limited as it originally was, under the old law. His general 
idea was that, during the sessions of Congress, there should 
be an unrestricted privilege of communication between 
representatives and their constituents; and that the inter- 
change of these communications should be as free and con- 
stant as possible. It was also desirable that the represent- 
ative should be at full liberty, not only to send his 
own speeches free to his constituents, but that he 
should so transmit to them all the _ printed matter 
which he receives, if he so desires, whether documents, 
pamphlets on general subjects, scientific essays, or literary 
periodicals; because a vast amount of useful information is 
disseminated by this miscellaneous printed matter. He 
had, himself, often been indebted to these publications, sent 
to him gratuitously by the printers, for valuable information, 
such as he felt pleasure in communicating to his constitu- 
ents. It was for many reasons such as these, that he did 
not desire to see any restrictions on the franking privilege 
during the sessions of Congress. It was not the exercise of 
the right while Congress was sitting that brought the frank- 
ing privilege into disrepute; but the abuse of it during the 
vacations, in loading the mails with vast quantities of print- 
el matter, not only from this city, but irom every State. 
This was felt to be a great grievance, and was the great 
source of complaint among the people. He had never heard 
a murmur about the use made of the privilege in sending 
printed matter to their constituents by members of Congress 
during the sittings of Congress, nor was there any com- 
plaint : made of the use of the privilege in their correspon- 
dence. He would make the distinction between the res- 
sions of Congress and the vacations. During each session 


let the privilege be quite Ne ee aaedek oe After that, from the 
nation of one session to the beginning of another, Let jt },, 
confined to the ordinary correspondence by letter. 

Mr. MERRICK sug gested to the senator that h 
attain his object by le 
and then by inserting two words in the 8th sectfon, 
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tting the 9th section be struck ont 


wh 
is thepart of the bill that allows members of Con Ans 
recei¥e letters free of postage. By inserting before the 
word “receive,” the two words “send and,” the senators 


object would be attained. 

Mr. BENTON said that, to fulfil his idea, the interchange 
of written communications should be free from the cole of 
one session to the beginning of the other, as well as duriy 
each session. He hoped the chairman of the Post Offic, 
Committee, who had bestowed so much labor on perfectiy, 
the bill, and who manifested so much praiseworthy zeal iS 
getting it through—and the object of cheap postage was 
one he much desired to see accomplished—would yield to 
the general wish, and himself make some proposition oj 
amendment to retain the franking privilege. He (Mr. B) 
would rather it came from the chairman of the committe. 
than from himself: it was due to him that he should perfect 
the bill with which he bad taken so much pains. 

Mr. SIMMONS had no objection whatever thatthe chair 
man of the committee should take the matter in hand, anq 
amend the bill so as to effect the object which it was ey). 
dent so many senators were in favor of. 

The question was taken on Mr. Simmons’s amendment, 
and decided in the po aye omy 18, nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Bagby, Bar- 
row, Benton, Berrien, Choate, Clayton, Colquitt, Evans, 
Foster, Haywood, Lewis, Phelps, Porter, Sevier, Simmons. 
and Tappan—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bayard, Breese, Buchanan, 
Dix, Dayton, Dickinson, Fairfield, Francis, Hannegan. 
Huger,: Huntington, roms Johnson, Merrick, Miller 
Niles, Pearce, Sturgeon, Upham, White, and Woodbury 
—22, 

The question next recurred on concurring with the com. 
mittee of the whole in striking out the 9th section; and, oy 
that quesrion, 

Mr. BUCHANAN called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

The vote was then taken, and resulted—yeas 35, nays» 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atherton, Bagby, Bar. 
row, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, 
Dix, Dayton, Dickinson, Fairfield, Foster, Hannegan, Hay 
wood, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Lewis, Miller 
Niles, Pearce, Sempie, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tappan, 

Upham, White, and Woodpury—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Mef&cK and Phelps—2. 

So the 9th section was stricken out. 

The CHAIR announced that the next question was on 
concurring with the committee in the amendments to the 
10th section. 

Mr. MERRICK stated that the amendments made in com. 
mittee of the whole to the 19th and succeding sections, on 
motion of the senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Huntineton,} 
had one object in view, which was to except from the 
prohibitions of the bill, in regard to private expresses, 
newspapers, pamphlets, magazines, and periodicals. |{ 
these amendments were concurred in by the Senate, the ef. 
fect would be to leave wide open the door to those very 
frauds which had so much impaired the revenues of the de 
partment. It would be, in fact, to legalize those very ex. 
presses, which could then be carred on under the pretext of 
agencies for carrying and distributing those periodicals 
He hoped the Senate would not concur wit! the committee 
of the whole in these amendments. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON hoped the Senate would concur in 
those amendments which had been adopted, after much 
discussion, by a very large majority injthe committee of the 
whole. No such efiect could result from the right of trans- 
mitting newspaper and periodicals whatever way the _ 
lishers preferred, as that supposed by the senator from 
Maryland. Whereas, if this mght was not preserved, the 
effect would be to break down the country newspapers 
and the periodicals which owed their circulation to the 
fact, that they were left at the doors of subscribers, 
without the necessity and trouble of being sent 


for to distant post offices. He showed the griev- 
ance that would result from leaving publishers 
incinnati, 


of newspapers in cities like New York, Boston, 
and other ee. towns, liable to the penalties of this act for 
every publication they sent by their regular carriers and 
agents, merely across a river, to be delivered to subscri- 
bers; for instance, from New York to ae thet and from 
Cincinnatti to C ‘ovington, where only ferries, that might be 
passed in five minutes, intervened. 

Mr. MERRICK insisted that in such cases no application 
ofthese penalties could occur. The sending of such publi- 
cations would come under the provision of the bill which 
allowed special agents to carry mailable matter. 

Mr. ALLEN said that this section, if he understood it, as- 
sumed that this goreeunets held absolute power over the 
transmission of, not o— letters, but printed matter: and pe!- 
haps the power to regulate the manner in which that matter 
should be circulated among the people. That was the as- 
sumption upon which this section rested. He should not 
undertake to say positively, upon a great question of this 
sort, whether the foundation for this assumption was true 
or not; but having dowbts in his mind upon that subject, he 
should solve those doubts for word ne, om and in favor of _ 
largest liberty; which he believed to bethe proper mode of 
solving all such doubts. [t was very easy to see that, if 
the United States had a right and absolute control 
over the printed matter of the country, and _there- 
fore absolute power to make it circulate through 
one channel, they likewise had a right to say how much 
should circulate through that channel, and consequently 
had the entire control over the press of the United States. 
That was the consequence. If Congress could prohibit the 
editors of newspapers from circulating their journals ex- 
cept through the public mail. so Congress could prohibit 
them from circulating more than a given number of their 
journals, or circulating them upon particular roads—and 
thus put the entire business under the administration of the 
Congress of the United States. This involved a very great 
and serious difficulty in his mjnd. He had heard of a revo- 
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being overturned—the government of France—by an at- 
tempt to control the press. It was avery serious matter. 
it was very easy for senators to make a bill in their commit- 
tee room, and present it here, and talk about burdening the 
mail with this and that; but it was a far more serious matter 
when they came to the question of the liberty of the press. 
it must be manifest toevery man, that if Congress could 
control the newspapers in their circulation, it could put 
them down altogether. It could say that this paper should 
circulate, andthat should not—that so many newspapers 
should circulate, and above that number should not—that 
they should circulate _— this,and not upon that route— 
this distance, and not that distance; and, finally, not beyond 
their own doors; and thus Congress could control that 
great and popular engine, the press of the United States. He 
was opposed to this upon the principles which he had ex- 
plained a day or two ago. He would give to the publisher 
the greatest facilities tor the circulation of his paper. He 
onl confine him to no limits; but permit him to adopt 
whatever means he might deem proper in circulating that 
journal. The honorable senator [Mr. Merrick} wanted to 
jimit this matter inregard to country newspapers to within 
acircle of fifty miles. Why not limit them to five miles 
from the printing office, and thento the building in which 
the printing office itselfis? if Congress could limit the 
circulation at all, it could drive it into the house—a very 
dangerous exercise of power. If that power exist in the con- 
stitution, it ought not to exist there, and the constitution 
ought to be amended for that reason. He had no idea of 
allowing this government toé putits hands upon the press of 
the country, and interdict between it and the country any 
communication. He should vote to retain the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON endeavored to set the senator from 
Maryland right in regard to a false construction he had put 
uponhis arguments. Mr. H. recapitulated the positions he 
took on this subject. 

Mr. MERRICK assured the senator that it was he himself 
who put a false construction on the provisions of the bill, 
which provisions did not at all apply to the cases he sup- 

osed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON was satisfied to leave ‘the last word 
with the senator. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that some of his constituents, 
from their position, felt a deep interest in this amendinent. 

He felt it himself, but had said nothing concerning it in the 
committee of the whole; and should not now, if he was 
not satished that the chairman [Mr. Merrick] misappre- 
hended the consequences of it, and saw them through a 
magnifying medium for evil. 

The amendment did not sensibly impair the revenues of 
the bill. As now, for the same, or nearly the same distance, 
newspapers were to be carried entirely free. Why, then, 
try to lumber up or burden the mail with much matter that 
was to pay nothing? It was professed to be in order to 
break up the present expresses; and the amendment was 
resisted as if it legalized those expresses. No such thing. 
It neither legalized nor sanctioned them, to any extent, or 
in any form. 

it does not allow letters to be carried at all except in the 
mail—but merely newspapers and periodicals by private 
hands, where more convenient to the community, and 
which, in many places, they have been accustomed to do 
from the foundation of the government. But it was object- 
ed that those who carried such papers would also carry 
letters. Ifthey did, the law exposed them to penalties, and 
it would be thus prevented. 

Another circumstance would prevent it. These packages 
of papers and periodicals were not sent by such fieet ex- 
presses as haunted the mind of the senator; and were alone 
suitable for transporting business letters. They were bag- 

gage wagons—even ox wagonsin some places—or vessels 
on rivers and the coast, plying regularly between large 
cities, or villages. Or they were subscribers in rotation 
from a county town, going weekly for their newspapers. 
All these, rather than the mail, where the papers would now 
pass free, it is manifest, would be employed only when ex- 
ceedingly convenient to the people—living remote from a 
post office—or wanting their papers on days when a weekly 
or tri-weekly mail did not run. 

Now, let the Senate consider that all this was to be pun- 
ished—that so innocent, legal, and accommodating in itself 
—merely because a danger existed, that it might be abused 
to carry letters—a danger, too, very remote and slight. 
How abhorrent, also, was the uaaiate invelvyed in sucha 
prohibition! We choose to become common carrier on the 
great highways of the nation of letters and newspapers 
and periodicals, and therefore assume the power to punish all 
others who choose to exercise their individual rights to be, 
likewise, common carriers. 

He would now say nothing as to such an exercise of 
power about carrying letters, though it wquld, ifexamined, 
be found to be exercised here, where the post office is not 
intended as a system of taxation for revenue, only by a 
false analogy to the powers exercised elsewhere—in coun- 
tries in which postages are imposed to raise revenue; and 
this dangerous power is employed merely to sustain and 
enforce atax. But here the post office is not proposed to 
be used for taxation and revenue merely to sustain itself. 

_ it was not so in its origin in the old articles of confedera- 
tion, where government was authorized to exact such 
postages only as were necessary fo defray the expense; and 
it was on papers passing through the mail, and not to prohibit 
papers from being carried through the country in any other 
way. What! sir; are we to interfere in this way with the 
mails in which our constituents shall carry or send their 
own property? Are we to regulate the prices of labor and 
freight, or the private rights of people in anything merely 
by construction? No power was ever given in the old con- 
federation, or in the present constitution, to exercise such 
officious and restrictive interference. 

He was alarmed at the progress of the government in set- 
ting up such a monopoly, as well as offensive interferenee. 
Were the question a new one at this moment, the whole 
restrictions on private enterprise and private competition 
in carrying letters themselves could not stand an hour. 
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ion, fourteen years ago, produced by the attempt of a 
ermani—2 sina and a powerful government, wheh had 
been twenty centuries in existence—by an attempt to 
control the public press. He had heard of that government 


Government would be left to carry its own letters at its 
own prices; and individuals placed in the same position, or 
both hire others who would do it best or cheapest. 

But now—not for taxation, and not by any express grant 
to do it, government becomesa great monopolist, not only 
for carrying letters, but even newspapers and periodicals. 
It seeks to drive off ali competition, and, like some other 
governments, as to salt and tobacco, would permit no rivals 
in business; and would monopolize the trade in carrying 
all printed matter as well as letters. But the chairman vir- 
tually admitted in another place that this was all wrong— 
because he had submitted an amendmentto grant what we 
ask by the Postmaster General at his discretion. (Mr. 
Merrick said that discretion was modified now.) Mr. W. 
was glad to hear it was abandoned; for if any thing was 
worse than a restriction in private business, imposed with- 
out express authority, and in check of the free and conve- 
nient diffusion of knowledge, and thus creating an odious 
public monopoly by constructionalone, it would be to in- 
troduce, also, a dispensing power in one branch of the gov- 
ernment, which might in bad times be abused to the worst 
partisan purposes. 

He hoped, on reflection, the Senate would be satisfied that 
the amendment ought to be retained. 

This point was further debated by Messrs. SIMMONS, 
MERRICK, NILES, and ATCHISON; and the yeas and nays 
having been called for and ordered, the vote was taken, and 
resulted—yeas 33, nays 9, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagly, Bar- 
row, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clay- 
ton, Dix, Dayton, Dickinson, Evans, Fairfield, Francis, 
Hannegan, Huger, Huntington, Mrnagin, Lewis, Miiler, 
Niles, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tappan, Upham, 
Walker, Woodbridge, and Woodbury —33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Foster, Haywood, Johnson, 
Mangum, Merrick, Morehead, Sevier, and White—9. 

So the Senate concurred in the amendments made ineom- 
mittee of the whole to the i0th section and succeeding sec- 
tions, which leave the publishers of rewspapers, pamphlets, 
magazines, and periodicals, at liberty to send their publica- 
tions, where, when, and how they please, outside of the 
mail, without any interference on the part of the Postmaster 
General. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said an amendment to the same ef- 
fect was required to the 14th section. 

Mr. MERRICK opposed any further extension of the 
amendment than had been adopted. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON explained, that the 14th section ex- 
empted from repeal the 6th section of the act of 3d March, 
1825; which section would apply to “packages” of newspa- 
pers, pamphlets, magazines, and periodicals, carried by 
steamboats, and required thereby to be put into the post 
oftice to be made subject to postage. It was therefore 
necessary to make the same exceptions in the I4th sec- 
tion that had been made in the 10th and succeeding sec- 
tions. 

Mr. BERRIEN was of the same opinion. 

Mr. MERRICK contended that the amendment was not 
necessary; and that it would be only opening the door te 
fraud much wider than had already been done by the sena- 
tor’s amendments to the 10th section. 

After a few remarks on this point by Messrs. HUNT- 
INGTON, NILES, and MERRICK, the amendment was 
adopted. 

Mr. SIMMONS now proposed one amendment which he 
thought more important than anything that had yet been 
done for increasing the revenue of the department. It was 
to strike out part of the first section, the effect of which 
would be to leave one uniform rate of postage for all dis- 
tances—five cents. He had made numerous calculations 
and estimates, all of which satisfied him that this would be 
productive of more revenue than the two rates of five cents 
andten cents. Indeed, five cents was not as low as he 
would himself wish to fix the rate of uniform postage, in 
view of obtaining the largest amount of revenue to the de- 
partment. But, in deference to the opinion of other gentle- 
men, he was satisfied to try the experiment at five cents. 

In his investigation of this subject, he had ascertained 
that, prior to the reduction of postage in England, when the 
rates were as high in proportion as they are now in this 
country, the number of letters transmitted bythe mail was, in 
proportion to population, precisely in the same ratio as the 
correspondence of the United States passing through our 
mailsin proportien to our population. He had also ascertained 
that, in consequence of the reduction of postage in England, 
the correspondence there had increased four-told. Now this 
was direct proof that there was no essential difference he- 
tween the two countries as to the disposition for letter- 
writing; and what had been the result oflow postage in 
England, might well be expected to be the result of a simi- 
lar change here. 

In view of these facts, he should not hesitate, were we to 
reduce our postage to a uniform rate of two cents, anticipa- 
ting a result similarto that which had followed the reduc- 
tion in England; that is, an increase of mailable matter four- 
fold. 

On this basis, taking eur correspondence prior to 1837 to 
be 30,000 000 of letters, and allowing that the natural in- 
crease, with that of population since, would have gone on 
to the present day, were it not for the private competition of 
private expresses, he would feel warranted in caleulating 
the correspondence of the United States now,under existing 
rates, at 50,000; which, ifincreased four-fold, as in England, 
would give 200,000,000: and that, at two cents, would be 
four millions of dollars—quite enough, with other sources 
of income, to sustain the department. But, as he did not pro- 
ose such a reduction at present, and stopped at five cents, 
re would only calculate on a proportionable increase of our 
correspondence. Ifthe increase were only to eighty mil- 
lions of letters, it would, at 5 cents, give $4,000,000 from let- 
ter postage alone. Now, noone could doubt that the in- 
crease would be to that amount. But, supposing it was 
not—suppose there was no increase at all: what then? 
Why, simply this. that the charges of the department with 
respect to the letter mail, would be amply sustained by let- 
ter postage; forthe expense ofthe mails was eight times 
greater on printed matter than on the letter mail. That is, 
if the whole expense is $4,200,000, the portion applicable to 
the letter mail is $500,000, and that of the government and 
printed matter $3,700,000. Now, onthe correspondence of 
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last year (twenty-four millions of letters) the five cent 
rate of postage would be $1,200,000—still yielding a 
surplus of 700,000 dollars to sustain the department in 
transmitting printed matter. Allowing half a miilion for 
the expense of the correspondence of the government, 
there would then be a deficiency on account of the trans- 
mission of printed matter; and the question then was, 
whether the benetit to the public of the cheap communica. 
tion of newspapers and printed matter was not worth that 
expense, as many gentlemen contended it was. But no one 
would candidly suppose that the correspondence of th: 
country would not increase very much by a reduction of 
postage from present rates to a uniform rate of 5 cents 
Any reasonable allowance of increase would show that the 
deficit, if any, would be only temporary, and that in the 
end the income of the department w ould be ample. U no 
other benefit followed, the certainty of putting down, by 
competition, those private expresses, W hich interfered so 
much with the department, would be very material. Con- 
gress might pass penal laws, but it would be allin vain 
Those private expresses never could be put down by such 
means, 

The foregoing is only a rapid and brief condensation of a 
very long and able argument made by Mr. S.in favor of a 
unilorm rate of five cents postage. 

Mr. MERRICK admitted that the results anticipated by 
the senator from Rhode Island might follow: but he was un 
willing to risk too much at first. Hewished to go upon 
certainty, and he thought the rates proposed in the bill the 
safest and most prudent. He therefore hoped the amend- 
ment wouid not prevail. 

Mr. PHELPS sustained the proposition, and, at the same 
time, dwelt iargely on the necessity of economy and reform 
with respect to expenditures for mail contracts 

Mr. BERRIEN owned that there was so much force in 
the statements made by the senator from Rhode Islsnd (Mr 
Simmons,] that he felt disposed to support Lis proposition 
It was, however, a most important change, and one of no 
ordinary responsibility. It was, therefore, every way di 
sirable to have time for reflection. He wished himself to 
have a night’s consideration, and would suggest the pr 
priety of postponing the bill till to-morrow, or passing it 
over informally. 

Mr. MERRICK hoped not; let the bill be disposed of this 
evening—it could be done in ten minutes if 
would vote and not eonsume time. 

After a few conversational remarks hetween Messrs 
BERRIEN, MERRICK, and SIMMONS, as to taking the 
question now, the vote was takenon Mr. Simmons’s amend 
ment, by yeas and nays, and decided in the affirmativ: 
yeas 33, nays 1l4—as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Barrow, Bay- 
ard, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Choate, Dix, Doyton, Dickin 
son, Evans, Foater, Francis, Hannegan, Haywood, Hendet 
son, Huntington, Jarnagin, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Phe Ips 
Porter, Semple, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tappan, Upham, Walk 
er, White and Woodbridge—33. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Atherton, Buchanan, Clayton. Colquitt 
Fairfield, Huger, Johnson, Lewis, Mangum, Merrick, Pearce, 
Rives, Sevier and Woodbury —14. 

So the Senate decided that there should he one uniform 
rate of five cents postage for all distances 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill was further amend 
ed in the first section, so that a letter or cover not exceed 
ing half an ounce in weight should be deemed a single let 
ter, no matter how many pieces of paper it contained, and 
that the uniform rate fora single letter sheuld he chargea 
ble uponevery additional half ounce or part of haif an 
ounce. 

Mr. HUGER moved to reconsider the vote of concurrence 
with the Committee of the Whole on the amendment, add 
ing an additional section limiting the rates to be allowed 
for transmitting the mails on railroads. [The section added 
on motion of Mr. Nites, which directs railroads to be di 
vided into three classes; the rate on the first class for carry 
ing the mail not to exceed $200 per mile, onthe second class 
$100, and on the third class $50.] 

Mr. H. explained, that on the railroad from Weldon to 
Wilmington, on the southern route, the company had given 
notice that they could not hold the contract at $225 per 
mile, and it was only by force of law the postmaster kept 
them to the contract. They could not aflord to carry the 
mail for less than $250. It was necessary in such case to 
raise the maximum. If that was not allowed, the conse 
quence would be that the mail would have to be sent a 
route which would require three or four days instead of 
thirty six hours, to pass between two points--to the south 
ern and southwest—an immense inconvenience to that 
whole region. 

Mr. NILES opposed the reconsideration. 

Mrr BERRIEN concurred wtth the senator from South 
Carolina, and advocated the reconsideration of the vote of 
concurrence. 

Mr. DAYTON desired to say but a single word upen this 
matter. The remarks of the senator from South Carolina 
{[Mr. Hucer] did not apply only to railroads in that section 
ofthe Union. It was easy for senators to stand here, and 
represent one side of the question. It was easy to stigmas 
tize these railroad companies as rapacious and extortionste. 
That was but one side of the question. The other side had 
not been heard; their statements were not to be considere:| 
at all, or perhaps it would be quite a different question 
Now, if he had been correctly informed, another part of this 
great line of roads between the North and South had inti- 
mated that they would refuse to carry the mail upon the 
terms seapesed in this bill, or which had been accorded to 
them before; and that was the railroad between Philadel- 


gentlemen 


phia and New York. The directors of the company soy 
that they get worse paid for that service than fer 
any other which they perform; and they will not 


conform to all the rules and regulations of the department, 
unless their compensation be raised. Gentlemen said it was 
for the purpose of extorting higher prices that the railroad 
companies in the thinly populous portions of the country 
complained, because there was no other means of conv ey 

ance to be had by the government; but it could not he so 
between Philadelphia and New York. Other conv eyances 
conld be hadthere. The railroad companies on that route, 
if he had been correctly informed, say they will not regu- 
late themselves according to the wishes of the department, 
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and take the price stated. If the Senate incorporate in the 
bill a maximum such as it now contains, he knew not what 
might be the consequence. He apprehended there could be 
no unpropriety or inexpediency in leaving this maximum 
to the head of the department. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON hoped the motion would prevail. 

Mr. WHITE hoped it would not, and advanced his rea- 
sons for opposin tt 

Mr. FAIRFIELD celled for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

The vote was then taken on reconsidering the vote of 
concurrence, with the amendments made in Committee of 
the Whole, and resulted, yeas 24, nays 16, as follows: 

YEAS.—Meesrs. Ashley, Barrow, Berrien, Choate, Day- 
ton, Evans, Foster, Francis, Haywood, Huger, Hunting. 
ton, Johnson, Lewis, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Niles, 
Porter, Rives, Sevier, Simmons, Upham, Walker and Wood- 
bridge—24, 

NAYS.—Mesers. Allen, Atherton, Bayard, Benton, Breese, 
Dickinson, Dix, Fairfield, Henderson, Pearce, Phelps, Sem- 
ple, Sturgeon, Tappan, White and Woebury—16, 

Mr. TAPPAN moved an adjournment. 

Mr. BERRIEN wished the Senate would go into execu- 
tive session a few minutes for reference. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON gave notice that to-morrow, at one 
o'clock, he would move the Senate to go into executive ses- 
sion, There was an important mass of matter to be dis- 
posed of, 

Mr. MERRICK hoped the post office bill would be order- 
ed to be engrossed this evening. 

The question on Mr, Tarran’s motion to adjourn resulted, 
ayes 19, noes 19. Soit did not prevail, 

Mr. BERRIEN now moved the Senate to go into execu- 
tive session 

Mr. MERRICK hoped the Senate would not go into exec- 
utive session, until the bill should be engrossed fora third 
eemne: That could be done in afew moments; and he 
trusted, as the bill had been so long before the Senate, and 
s0 thoroughly discussed, that there would be no occasion 
to lay itover for another day. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he would readily yield to the solici- 
tude of his friend from Maryland, who had so urgently and 
perseveringly labored to accelerate the action of the Sen- 
ate upon this matter; but that the new feature presented 
by the senator from Khode Island was one which demand- 
ed reflection. He desired to look into it more deliberately 
himself; and he repeated his motionto lay this bill on the 
table, or pass it over informally; and proceed to the conside- 
ration of executive business. 

Mr. WHITE asked if this motion was in order. 

The CHAIR said it wae not strictly in order. 

Mr. BERRIEN then moved to lay the bill onthe table 
till to-morrow. 

The question was decided in the affirmative—ayes 24, noes 
not counted. 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, the Senate then went into 

executive session, and soon after, 
Adjourned, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trurspay, February 6, 1845. 

The journal having been read, 

On motion by Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY, the resolution 
calling on the Secretary of the Treasury for copies of the 
instructions issued by him in reference to the collection of 
duties on wines and coffee imported in Dutch vessels, was 
taken upand agreed to. 

Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules, that the 
House resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON appealed to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of ware and Means to waive his motion till he could call 
up the bill granting the right of way through the lands of 
the United States to certain railroad companies in Alabama. 

Mr. McKAY declined; and the question §being taken on 
suspending the rules, it was carried; and 

The House resolved itselfinto a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Vinton of Ohio in the chair) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year commencing on the 
Ist day of July, 1845, and ending on the 30th day of June, 
1846. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the question pending last evening 
when the committee rose, was an appeal from the decision 
ofthe Chair, that the amendment making an appropriation 
of $5,000 for holding a treaty with the Winnebagoes for the 
extinguishment of their title to lands in lowa, and to defray 
the expenses of their removal to lands selected for them. 
He indulged the hope that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means [Mr. McKay] would admit the amend- 
ment to be offered, and save the time of the House in de- 
ciding on the appeal. He took the appeal on the ground 
that this matter of holding treaties was one belonging to 
the executive power of the government; and, therefore, no 
orevious law was necessary to sanction the appropriation 
le would refer to the case yesterday, when an amendment 
to pay the interest on the investments made by the execu- 
tive for the government, was supported by the gentleman 


himself. In that case, the appropriation was not made by 
law. He hopedthe gentleman from North Carolina would 


withdraw his objections, and let the amendment be offered. 
If,this treaty with the Winnebagoes was not held, he feared 
that the result would be, that ay of that section of the 
country would drive them off. He insisted upon his appeal, 
unless the gentleman withdrew his objections. 

Mr. BIDLACK hoped the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means would withdraw his objections 
and let the amendment be received. He was satisfied that, if 
the committee understood this matter, there would be no 
doubt on the minds of any one of the propriety of the ap 

ropriation. + 

Mr. McKAY said that, from the representations that had 
been made to him by gentlemen interested inthe matter, 
he was willing to withdraw his objection. 

The question was then put on the amendment, and it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the section making ap- 
propriations for the Wyandotts, by adding the following; 


“And to pay the remainder due for the appraised value 
ofthe improvements under that treaty $57,094 24, in addi- 
tion to the former appropriations made for that purrose.” 


Mr. S. addressed the committee at great length in favor of 
this appropriation. 

Mr. VANCE caused also to be read some extracts from 
official documents in illustration of the point in dispute. 

Mr. SCHENCK resumed, and continued the advocacy of 
his amendment. 

Mr. CAVE JONHSON moved the following as a substi- 
tute for the amendment of Mr. Scuuxce: 

“That the valuation of the Wyandott Indians made by John 
Caldwell, Samuel Waggoner, and Jas. Justice, and reported 
to the Secretary of War the 30th August, 1844, be, and the 
same ig hereby confirmed; and so much of the appropriation 
of the last session in the act of 17th June, 1844, for the pay- 
ment of the Wyandott improvements in Ohio and Michigan, 
be paid to said Indians according to the terms of said treaty. 
Provided, That the same shall be in full satisfaction of all 
claims and demands for improvements under the 5th article 
ofthe treaty of the 17th March, 1842.” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said, the proposition now under 
consideration had been brought to the consideration of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs by the reference of the report 
of the Secretary of War, with the report of the Commission- 
erof Indian Affairs. The committee had carefully examin- 
edit, and had come to the conclusion that it was unjust to 
pay the amount now claimed by the Wyandotts. He would 
niefly state tothe House the facts and the reasons which 
induced the committee to come to that conclusion. A trea- 
ty had been made with the Wyandotts dated the day 
of —-—, 1842, by which the government agreed to give 
the Wyandotts lands west of the Mississippi, and a certain 
annuity, ($17,500,) and other moneys for schools, in lieu of 
the lands owned by them in Ohio, a little more than one 
hundred thousand acres, and a small piece in Michigan, 
near five thousand acres, and agreed to pay the In- 
dians the value of their improvements, to be ascertained by 
two commissioners, to be appointed by the President of the 
United States. Congress appropriated twenty thousand 
dollars, upon the recommendation of the department, to 
meet the valuation that might be made by the commission- 
ers, which was at the time supposed to be ample for that 
purpose. The President appointed Moses H. Kirby and 
John Walker commissioners to value the lands under the 
treaty. On the 17th of March, 1842, they made a report, by 
which the —— upon the twelve miles square in 
Ohio were valued at - - - - $121,155 24 
And in Michigan : - . . 5,939 50 





$127,094 74 


Such a valuation was deemed very extraordinary by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs; but yet he considered it 
obligatory upon the government, and recommended an ap- 
propriation to meetit. The payment was refused by Con- 
gress. The President then appointed three commissioners 
(the treaty only requiring two) to revalue the lands. This 
was done by John Caldwell, Samuel Waggoner, and James 
Justice: and they reported the 30th of August, 1844, allow- 
ing the Indians for their improvements in Ohio and Michi- 
gan, $66,941, making a difference of $60,153 74. Such a dif- 
ference inthe valuation of the improvements in so small a 
territory, occupied by Indians, could not but excite the sur- 
prise of the committee. Upon the examination of the report 
of Kirby and Walker, they were satisfied that the grossest 
injustice had been done to the government, and the most 
palpable fraud practised upon it. 

Mr. J. compared the valuation of the two sets of commis- 
sioners in many cases, whiclr he read from the report— 
among them the following: 


George Garret, Matthew and Joel Walker. 


9 houses, valued at - - : - $3,090 
Value of fences - : - - - - 1,125 
Value of fruit trees : . : - : 875 
Value of clearedland - : : - - $,680 
Value of wells” - : - : - . 85 





$7,855 
In the second report, the same place is valued as follows: 
George Garret, William and Joel Walker. 


1 frame house, tavern stand - - - $600 
1 hewed log house - - . . ° - 300 
l log house - ° . ° : : 
llog house - - - ° ° - 20 
1 spring house - - : - - 20 
1 out house - - . : . . - 
1 bee house - . . . - . >. 
loldcabin - - . . . . a 
Il tavern barn - - - - 275 
1 frame stable . . - 45 
1 old frame barn : : . - 150 
lcordcriband shed ' : - - - 





86 acres, opening, light clearing, at $5 per acre 
84 acres bottom land, timbered, at $7 per acre - 





Garden fence - : - : 30 
Fences ° 4 ; . by 254 
Ditching meadow - ° . : 75 

$1,377 
4 apple trees, (Ichoice) - 5 - : - 20 
60 do do . . - . 300 
50 do (2choice) - - - - - 100 
38. do (3choice) - - : - - 38 
Qcherry treesat - - - - - - 4 
lpeartree - - - - - - - 3 
i plum trees at$2 each - . . . . 8 
6 peachtrees at $leach - . ; ¥ | oe 
Well - - - - $0 


Mr. J. said he had been particular in reading these items 
to the House, that it might be seen how these things were 
done by our officers. 

The House would perceive that, in valuing this farm of 





170 acres, the first board made the value - - $7,855 
The second at ° : . - - - 3,286 
Making a difference of - , , . > $4,569 


It will be seen that the clearing and fencing of 170 acres, 
roe veer ha the first valuation, exceeds $28 per acre, ex: 
cluding the buildings; take ail the improvements together 
and they cost over $46 per acre; but, according to the sec. 


ond valuation, the improvements cost $19 anda few cents 
racre. 


Mr. J. read also a similar valuation of the improvements 
of Charles B. Garret on 144 acres of land, valued by the first 
commissioners at . - 9975 


Valued by the second commissioners at . - 3.050 
Making a difference of _ - ° ion 8 “6.925 
In making the calculation, as he had done in the other 
Case, it would be seen that we have to pay, according to 
the first valuation, over sixty-nine dollars per acre for tlie 
Indian improvements on 144 acres; and according {9 the 
second, over twenty dollars per acre. 
_ 3J.read from the valuation that there had been yal- 
ued— 


Per Acre. 

Isaac Zame’s improvements by Ist board = - - $3110 
; Do do by 2d board - - 18 40 
Silas Armstrong’s improvements by Ist board = - 4 9) 
Do do by 2d board - 614 

Wm. Walker’s improvements by Ist board - - 182 52 
Do do by 2d board - > 914 


Mr. J. said that no man could read the reports of the two 
boards of commissioners, who knew anything ofthe value 
of property in the western country, or anything of {ndian 
improvements, without confidently pronouncing that the 
grossest fraud had been practised upon the government in 
the first valuation of these improvements; and hence both 
branehes of Congress had rejected the first valuation, and 
refused the appropriation. He had not the means of inves. 
tigating this subject thoroughly, nor the leisure at this 
short session of Congress. 

He had heard a circumstance, which he believed to be 
true, that might account in some degree for the extraordi- 
nary valuation by the first commissioners. One of them 
(Walker) is said to have taken the benefit of the bankrupt 
law a short time before his appointment, and after the ap- 
pointment became possessed,of a large quantity of goods, 
which he opened for sale among these Wyandotts; and we 
can very readily see how the price of the goods and readi- 
ness of sale might be made to depend upon the valuation of 
these lands. 

it is now said we must pay the first valuation, because it 
was made under the treaty by our own officers, and ifany 
fraud was committed, it was by our own officers; that the 
Indians were not to blame; and that we must look to our 
officers if we have been injured. He knew not whether it 
was the act of our officers alone, or the jointact between 
them and the chief, or how, or by what means, the fraud is 
perpetrated; he was satisfied there was a fraud—a gross 
fraud—and the Indians and the government officers derived 
the benefit of it, or would ifthis appropriation was made; 
and he, though perfectly willing to pay the Indians every 
dollar to which they were entitled, would never give his 
vote for any such claim. Fraud vitiated every act into 
which it entered, and the government was bound by no 
principle to sanction it in any manner whatever. 

The relations of the government with the Indians was 
wholly different from that existing between independent 
governments, or between individuals; and the principles 
applicable to the latter cases, which had been urged with so 
much earnestness, were not applicable to the former. This 
government had always acted as the guardian of the Indians, 
and in our intercourse with them, we were bound to see 
justice done them as well as to ourselves. If the valuation 

ad been made so palpably flagrant against the interests of 
the Indians, it would certainly have been the duty of Con- 
gress to rectify such an error, and so we should now do in 
behalf of the government. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs have considered the 
whole matter involved in this amendment maturely, and 
were satisfied that the first valuation was grossly fraudu- 
lent; that the second valuation probably exceeded greatly 
the real value of these improvements; but they had thought 
ew to offer the Wyandotts the whole valuation, as made 

y the second commissioners, in full satisfaction of all claims 
under that treaty, and he had prepared and offered the 
amendment to this bill in accordance with their wishes. 

Mr. VANCE contended that the valuations were not too 
high, and even if they were a little higher than they ought 
to be, it would be the first time the Indians had ever got the 
advantage of the United States. They were removed from 
the homes of their childhood, and the graves of their 
fathers, and the government should not higgle with them 
forany little advantage that might be gained by this. 

Mr. ST. JOHN offered some remarks, to show that great 
frauds had been committed, and that the making the ex- 
travagant appropriation asked for, would not be for the 
benefit of the Indians, but for speculators. He stated, 
on the best information, thatone of the commissioners had 
established a store in the Indian country, where the valua- 
tion was to be made, and sold goods at high prices to the 
Indians, to be paid for out of the sum allowed by the gov- 
ernment fortheir improvement. It was not surprising that 
the valuation should have been made so extravagantly 
high. He entered into an examination of each appraise- 
ment, showing how it was made, and hew much it went be- 
yond what could be considered a just valuation of the profits 
appraised. 

Je continued at some length further to oppose this 
amendment. He contended that the amount now proposed 
to be paid would not go into the pockets of the Indians, but 
of a special few. 

He said, in relation toa remark charging a desire to repu- 
diate the obligations of the government, that the people he 
represented were not a repudiating people, butthey did ob- 
ject to the payment of so large a sum for the benefit of 
others than the Indians. 

A desultory conversation ensued, in which Messrs. 
VANCE, ST. JOHN, CAVE JOHNSON, BIDLACK, 
BRENGLE, and some others, took part. 

The committee then yoted on the amendment to the 
amendment, and it was adopted by a majority of 75 to 45, as 
reported by Messrs. Joun Stewart and Grinne t, tellers. 

he question then recurred on the amendment as amend- 
ed, which was agreed to by a majority of 76 to 41. 
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Mr SAMPLE offered the following as an additional sec- 
con to the bill, which he advocated at some length: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to adopt 

uch equitable rule as he may deem just and proper for the 
mement of the debts of the united bands of Chippeway, Otta- 
vay" and Pottowattamie Indians as ascertained and fixed by 

3; Wm. B. Mitchell, under the direction of the War De- 

artment in 1840, and whose report was approved by the 
Let department. And the said Secretary is hereby au- 
thorized to establish such rule without regard to the order 
jor that purpose heretofore established by the late Secretary 
o¢ War, John C. Spencer. Said debts to be paid out of the 
annuities of the Indians. 

Mr. JAMESON thought they had spent already too much 
ime on this bill. He would therefore move that the com- 
mittee rise, in order to offer a resolution to terminate this 
debate in twenty minutes; but, at request, he declined for 
ibe time to press the motion, 

Mr. McKAY hoped that the amendment would not be 

ted. 
ioe UGHES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, ex- 
plained the action of that committee, and their adverse 
opinion to such a provision as contained in the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. McKAY further opposed the amendment. 

Some further conversational argument ensued between 
Messrs. VANCE, McKAY,and SAMPLE. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was re- 

jected. 
* Mr. CAVE JOHNSON offered an amendment directing 
the Secretary of War to settle and pay out of any money 
not otherwise appropriated, the expenses incurred in the 
partition of lands of the Stockbridge Indians, under the act 
of 340f March, 1848, on the same principle as similar set- 
tlements and payments ofthe Brothertown Indians, under 
the act of March, 1839. < 

After a remark or two by Mr. J.in support of the amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. McCLELLAND moved to Jay aside this bill, to take 
upa bill which he named, but which the reporter could 
not hear. 

Mr. GIDDINGS took the floor, and spoke against the bill, 
mainly on the ground of certain objectionable items therein 
contained; reviewing also the history of our past, and exam- 
ing the features of our present Indian policy. 

One of his objections was that appropriations were made 
for objects which the country did not generally understand. 
From the foundation ofthe government ofthe United States. 
Congress has uniformily refused to pay for any slaves of 
southern gentlemen, and consequently the claimants for 
slaves, have left Congress in disgust, and gone to the ex- 
ecutive departments, who have paid them. Many gentle- 
men here were not aware of the principles on which the 
government had steadily and uniformily refused to make 
compensation for slave property. He referred to the case 
case of Francis Large, who had a negro,and a horse and 
cart impressed’ a day or two before the battle of New Or- 
leans. The horse and negro were killed, and the cart de- 
stroyed; and whengthe claim came before Congress, com- 
pensation was allowed for the horse and cart, but Con- 
gress refused to pay forthe negro, on the ground that com- 
penration ougt not to be made for persons. Notwithstand- 
ing, the executive power had usurped the legislative func- 
tions of the government, and in paying for slave property, 
had brought this government to support the immoral and 
detestable institution of slavery. Mr. G.then went on to 
explain the treaty under which Indians are compelled to 
pay for property stolen by them; and went into a statement 
in relation to claims that had been made on the Creek In- 
dians by the slaveholders of Georgia for negroes that had 
runaway, and been retained by such Indians, for which they 
were made to pay more than three or four times the value, 
the money having been deducted out of their annuities. 
Healso stated that the slaveholders of Georgia, not sat- 
isfied with this, claimed $149,000, which was in the hands of 
the government, belonging to the Indians; and a committee 
of this House, a majority of whom were slavcholders, 
made a report containing the monstrous proposition that 
this $149,000 should be appropriated to those slaveholders 
of Georgia, as a eompensation for the value of the child- 
ren that would have been born of their runaway negro 
women, had they remained in slavery. 

This proposition was so monstrous that it was not adopt- 
ed by the House. Now, it would be asked what had all this 
to do with the bill before the committee. Why, a number 
of negroes who ran away in Florida, and fled to the Semi- 
nole bands, intermarried with these Indians, and many of 
the chiefs had negro wives and negro children. Now, when 
the Florida Indians were subdued, and were about to be re- 
moved from that Territory, they refused to go into the dis- 
trict allotted to the Creeks, because they demanded that 
they should surrender up their negro wives and children to 
them, on the ground that they had been, prior to this, com- 
pelled to pay for runaway negroes three or four times as 
muchas they eught to have paid. It was to these points he 
had called the attention of the committee, and he wished to 
call the attention of thecountry. He desired tocall the at- 
tention of the executive department, and the people, to the 
factthat legislative functions had been usurped by the ex- 
ecutive within the past few years ina manner never be- 
fore known in the country. 

Mr. BLACK desiredto say a few words, not in reply to 
the gentleman from Ohio, because he did not consider it ne- 
cessary toreply tohim. That gentleman had been used up, 
and kicked about in every corner of the House too often for 
him to think it worth while to notice him. ‘The course of 
that member had been such that, if the colony of Monrovia 
Was one of the appendages of the government, and he was 
President of the United States, he would send him there; for 
he did not know a man in the United States that would be 
better fitted for the society there. The speech of the mem- 
ber was an old song that he had often sung before, and al- 
Ways sung the worse every time he repeated it. He re- 
membered four years ago when the member stood in 
sleepy hollow there, and delivered the same speech; 
but it was a much better speech then than now, 
because it was new. Did not the gentleman remem- 
ber how he replied to him, and told hin that slavery was 
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no evil, and that the e of Georgia did not consider it 
asanevil! He wouldtell him now that they did not con- 
sider itanevil. Didthe gentleman contradict him? If the 
gentleman thought that the people of Georgia, ora single 
solitary district of Georgia, thought slavery an evil, he 


would yield him the floor to enable him to say so and give 
his authority for it. 


Mr,GIDBINGS rose and said: Have I the floor, Mr, 
Chairman? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield the gentleman the floor for that 
purpose only—to reply to my question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 have the Avor, | believe. 

Mr. BLACK. Toreply to that question only. 
the floor, so that I can answer him. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. | intend to reply at length. My. 6. 
then made afew remarks, which the reporter did not dis- 
tinctly hear, when 

Mr, BLACK rose and said he had yielded the floor to the 
gentleman to answer one single question. He had told him 
that the people of Georgia did not regard slavery as an evil, 
and that he would yield him the floor to deny it if he 
thought proper. For no other purpose would he yield him 
the floor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS would say, with all due deference to the 
House, that he did not think it inewmbent on him to answer 
the low, dirty, and vulgar tirade of abuse that had been 
heaped on him by the gentleman from Geergia, [Mr. Biacx.] 
This was not a place for statesmen (o indulge in or reply to 
such language. He came not here—the people he repre- 
sented never sent him here—for any such purpose; for, 
when they sent their servauts here, they expected them to 
speak on subjects interesting to them and to the nation. 

Mr. BLACK here called on the gentleman to answer his 
question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS continued. The people expected their 
representatives to speak of the manner in which the money 
drawn from their pockets had been paid over to the slave- 
drivers of Georgia, without reference to the low and yul- 
gar tirades of abuse that might be uttered on that floor. 

Mr. BLACK again called on the gentleman to answer his 
question. ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS continued. He said that, in consequence 
of paying the slaveholders of Georgia for unborn children 
that were never begotten, [laughter|—when the govern- 
ment took from his constituents their money for this exe- 
crable purpose, they expected that he, their representative, 
should speak of it in the terms it deserved. It was true that 
he did, four years ago, bring these facts to the notice of the 
House; and how many of the reporters were there who no- 
ticed what he said? How many members were there who 
knew them? Had the press thundered these astounding 
facts in the ears of the people of the North? He thanked 
his God that the time was coming when the press would be 
obliged to speak out on this subject. The North was wa- 
king Up. and would, before long, demand that this govern- 
ment should no longer sanction the immoral and inhuman 
institution of slavery. 

In reference to the gentleman’s question he would say 
that he had no idea that the people of his district should es- 
timate the value of southern slaves, born or unborn, be- 
gotten orunbegotten. That was the gentleman's peculiar 
business, and to him he would leave it. But, (said Mr. G.,) 
when he calls on us to pay for them, then it becomes the 
duty ofevery northern manto speak out, and to let the 
country know thattheir rights are thus trampled on. The 
freemer of the North, whigs or democrats, when they find 
themselves taxed, and their money taken from themto pay 
for southern slaves, expected their representatives to raise 
their voice against it. 

He proceeded to say that he and his friends did not inter- 
fere with, nor encroach on the rights of the people of the 
South; and if the gentleman from Georgia could show 
that it was their duty to interfere with the institution of 
slavery, let him do so. 

Mr. Ek. J. BLACK asked the gentleman from Ohio to an- 
swerthe question, and discuss the point which he had put 
tohim. He had spoken fifteen minutes without touching 
the point, whether the people of Georgia or any portion of 
them denounced slavery as an evil. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he was not the representative of 
Georgia. 

Mr. E. J. BLACK then called the gentleman from Ohio to 
order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he had the floor, and he would not 
yield it until he had exhausted his hour. 

Mr. EF. J. BLACK said he had only yielded the floor for a 
particular object, and if the member from Ohio did not in- 
tend to touch upon that, he (Mr. B.) should claim the 
floor. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the gentleman from Ohio had re- 
fused to accept the floor, otherwise thau unrestricted; and 
to this the Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Georgia assented. 

A long conversation ensued, and various appeals were 
taken, and ultimately the decision of the Chair was re- 
versed, and the floor was restored to the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. BLACK then resumed. He said it might be that he 
was in error, when he undertook to speak to or of the mem- 
ber from Ohio. The member from Ohio had complained 
that he had been assailed in a low, dirty tirade. 

He (Mr. B.) did not regret the language he had used to 
that individual: he only regretted that there was occasion 
or necessity to speak to, or of him, at all, on this floor. No 
well bred man could speak to, or of that individual, or even 
look at him, without becoming low and dirty. He (Mr. B.) 
was sorry the occasion required him to repel the slanders of 
the member from Ohio on the people that he (Mr. B.) repre- 
sented in part. He regretted that the thousand and one 
slanders of the member from Ohio against the people of 
Georgia required that he should notice that member at all. 
The member from Ohio talked about his character; and yet 
how often had he stood there and told the most marvellous 
stories about the oppression of the slaves? But the other 
day that person toldan anecdote, on this floor, of a slave 
who first attempted to cut his throat, and afterwards drown- 
ed himself in yonder canal, from fear of being sold by his 
owner. Now he (Mr. B.) had made it his business to inves- 
tigate this matter, and he had ascertained that it was false 
from beginning to end. He had ascertained that the negro 
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fellow, for whom the gentleman had expressed so much 
sympathy, so far from drowning himself under the influence 
of an apprehension ofthe renewed horrors of slavery, pre- 
tended to cut his throat, oe only a smal! picee of 
the flesh, which @ surgeon sewed up again; he was sold, 
and has now a master, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. That is another case. 

Mr, BLACK said it wasthe identical case, and the gen 
tleman had imposed upon the House in relation to it. That 
negro was a fellow of the worst character; he had frequent- 
ly run away from master, stole everything he could lay his 
hands upon, and was who))y wnmanageadle. Thal was a 
specimen of the negroes for whom the sympathies of the 
member from Ohio were excited, and whom he selected es 
examples of the horrors ol slavery, Why, did We member 
from GChio not recollect that he had been charged with 
going upon the common here, and putting in a claim tea 
WAGON that was used for stealing negroes—which had 
been used clandestinely for that purpose? ‘The man whore 
wagon it was, was named Torrey, a worthy associate, aud 
co-mate, andco-laborer of the member from Chio—a man 
who was now in the Maryland penitentiary. \f he were 
permitted by the rnles of the House, he would say the mem- 
ber from Ohio ought to be along with him. [Luughter } 
He knew if such a thing could be put to the vote of this 
House, that he would be keeping company 


with the Rey. 
Mr. Torrey. 


) But the member from Ohio talked about his 
character! Now he asked that member ithe tad not folded 
up a calico frock, and sent it under frank through the post 
oftice as a public document. The member from Ohio talked 
of “garments dyed with blood,” and that had reminded him 
(Mr. B.) of thiscalico garment. And how was that dyed? 
It had the dye of fraud upon this government upon it, and 
the member from Ohio after that should not come here and 
talk about morality. 

The honorable gentleman made some further remarks, in 
which he told the member from Ohio to go home to his peo- 
ple to ascertain if he had any character there; for betore 
God and the country, he (Mr. B.) declared that he had none 
here 

Mr. McDOWELL inquired if all this was inorder 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Qh, it is very interesting indeed 

Mr. BURT entreated,his friend from Georgia not to push 
this matter further. 

Mr. BLACK resumed. Ne had no more to say on that 
point. He regretted, as much as the gentleman from South 
Carolina could do, that he had been led to refer to the mem- 
berfrom Ohio. Since 1839, vear after year had the gentie- 
man from Ohio indulged in slander on the people he (Mr, 
B ) represented, and had said that they were slave dealers 
and men who had no regard for morality or humanity. Day 
after day did southern men sit there and cower under the 
assaults—the mendacious assaults, of northern members. 
He spoke not of the member from Ohio alone, but of mem- 
bers who presented abolition petitions on this floor, which, 
if they were carried to Georgia or South Carolina, and read 
to meetings there, it would be worth the life « 
who dared to slander thus the people there. 
assaults were committed, should he sit silently and 
what his people would not take? Civility to these ps 
was but “throwing pearls belore swine,” the only 
to pay them back in their own coin. He remembered, in 
1839, the member had charged the whole people of Georgia 
with having instigated the Florida war by a theft on the 
Florida Indians. He (Mr. B.) had felt it incumbent on him 
at that time, amid a storm of order, to vindicate his people, 
and give the lie direct to the gentleman from Ohio. His pee 
ple at home would have done it, and would have even gone 
further—to the extent, as hehad then told the member, of 
inflicting the Lynch law upon him, ‘There was not a mem- 
ber from the South or southwest on this floor, who, if the 
member from Ohio wer@to walk up to him on the avenue, 
and read him a paper as personal as nine-tenths of the abo- 
lition petitions presented here, would not knock him downin 
his tracks; and he (Mr. B.) would not surrender his xatural 
rights here, by refraining to repel such slanders upon the 
honor of his constituents. 

The gentleman had objected tothe bill, and contended 
that a portion of the money due should be detained from 
the Indians for the slaves that they had stolen away. Thus 
(Mr. B. argued) the gentleman himself would encourage 
the Indians in these thefts. It was such a case as was made 
out for Rev. Mr. Fairbanks and Miss Dclia Webster in Ken- 
tucky; on which case Mr. B. commented. This Delia Web- 
ster, Mr. Torrey, Mr. Walker, and others, were in the peni- 
tentiary; and when the member from Ohio was returned to 
the twenty-ninth Congress, nodoubt that the young mem- 
hers would be regaled by many sad and doleful jeremiads 
upon the fate of these martyrs to the cause of human liber- 
ty! The gentleman’s character, and the staleness of these 
charges, should be exposed to them. 

Mr. B. having concluded, 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, after several points of or- 
der, the committee rose and reported progress. 

On motionof Mr. McKAY, a resolution was adopted to 
terminate all debate in committee on this bill in twenty 
minutes after it should arain be takenup in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House again resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. C. SMITH moved that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; and being ta- 
ken, resulted—ycas 73, nays 89. 

On motion of Vir. McKAY, the House again resolved it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
—Mr. Vinton in the chair—and resumed the consideration 
of the above bill. 

Me. McKAY explained that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Gippines] was under very great misapprehension con- 
cerning this bill. The item from the Comm of In- 
dian Affairs forthe purchase of negroes, and “for important 
services rendered,” did not come into the ordinary appropri- 
ation bills. In February, 1841, Congresapat the instance of 
northern gentlemen—he believed a distinguished gentle- 
man from Vermont—appropriated $100,000 for the removal 
subsistence, and benefit of such Seminole Indians as should 
surrender for emigration. The construction put upon that 
ect, in March, 1841, under the administration of Gen. Harri- 
son, admitted a very broad discretion in regard to it. Mr. 
Bell, Secretary of War, a few days after, issued instructions 


f the man 
When such 
take 
ople 
way Wha 


sioner 











é 
aA 


Bip oe 


hs 
ate GB 
eae 


i 





ae 


wpe 


- % 
PGI: SE At RN OR cE. TE SOME 


ee 


hin 


RESP SE RAINY LED « Meaney, Hy 
ToS NS Nee Uns eM ain 8M 





WO EP 
’ 


AE Ap ay, car eames 
caer? 


tga 
- 


Bi FEN a oS 
thai TA So fl IG Ng 


8 
% 
? 
4 
3 





256 


Tra. a oandag een tahieaanieaapalliniteaniiemmemaameneasemeemae 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





to Col. Worth, commanding officer in Florida, in regard to 
these n es, who had run away from their masters in 
Florida, that they might pay their owners for them. There 
were anumber of these slaves (suy about nine) that 
had run away from their masters, and went to the Seminoles. 
They, the Seminoles, refused to come in, and enter into the 
treaty, unless a stipulation was entered into by General 
Werth that these slaves should accompany them when 
they were removed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he was satisfied with the gentleman’s 
explanation. Inthe ordinary discharge of his dutiesas a 
representative on that floor, he assured the committee that 
while he did not claim to be above any member there, he 
did not admit himsels to be inferior to any one. His people 
were an independent people, and their representative was 
as much entitled to respect as any other member on this 
floor. 

So far as regarded character and standing, he would say 
that it was for his eonstituents to judge if he was worthy 
to represent them. If they should thrust him aside as un- 
worthy to represent them, he would have nothing more to 
say, Ifhis course on that floor had been such as to meet 
the condemnation of his eonstituents, and to cause them to 
thrust him aside, he should hide his head with shame. The 
gentleman from Georgia would make his own application of 
this remark. Coming here, condemned as he was by the 
people he represented, saying that he was unworthy to rep- 
resent them any longer, and then to talk about character! 
The gentleman talked about knocking him down. Did he 
think the people he represented would send 1 coward here? 
One gentleman had once drawn a Bowie knife on him, and 
others had used menacing and es language towards 
him. Did gentlemen think to brave the freemen of the North 
because we are modest and unassuming, and disapprove of 
fighting duels? Did the gentleman talk about knocking him 
down, because he dared to do his duty on that floor? (Here 
Mr. Brack, who was inthe aisle immediately behind Mr. 
Gi., made some remark about knocking down which the re- 
porter did not hear.} Mr. G.continued. He had never seen 
an infernal coward that did not talk loud—— 

{Mr. Brack was here observed rushing into the bar to- 
wards Mr. G., with a cane upraised, but was seized and 
withheld from entering the bar by Mr. Hammert and other 
southern gentlemen. There was much noise and confusion 
at this time, with frequent calls to order. When the uproar 
subsided — } 

Mr. SEYMOUR moved that the committee rise. 

The CHAIR said that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gip- 
pinGs} was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McKAY hoped the gentleman from Ohio would not 
indulge in any more personal allusions. 

Mr. GIDDINGS continued. As regarded the anecdote he 
told the other day of the slave who drowned herself in the 
canal, he had it from the best authority—one of the purest 
and best of men, whose word was universally believed. As 
regarded the franking story, he declared, before God,that the 
infamous falsehood originated in this hall, and was repeated 
here. It never was heard of before it was repeated on that 
floor. As regarded the wagon story, he contradicted that 
infamous falehood last year, when it was put forth in that 
House. He challenged all creation to show that he ever 
had any knowledge of that falsehood till he was charged 
with it by a gentleman on that floor. 

He hed no more tosay in reply to say in reply to the 
assaults of the gentleman from Georgia. They were worthy 
of the source from whence they came. It was a new era 
in the history of legislation, when asseults such as this 
were permitted on that floor. He blushed, and felt hum- 
bled for his country and the character of her statesmen, 
when such scenes were permitted to occur. Did any 
man pretend to say that the facts he had stated, and every 
word he had put forth, was not dictated by sincerity of 
heart, and could not be proved by the records ef the gov- 
ernment? When he saw the manner in which the mone 
drawn from the pockets of his constituents was ex eieded. 
he felt it to be his duty to speak out, and expose it to the 
indignation of the world. 

Mr. LEVY obtained the floor; but yielded it to— 

Mr. BLACK, who said he regretted very much that the 
slang and obloquy that fell on his ears from the member 
from Ohio, not long ago, should so far have operated on 
him on him as to have put his feelings beyond his own 

control. He would only now say, that whenever a gentle- 
man should think proper to use such language in reference 
to him, he should be found to conduct himself in a manner 
that would redound to his own credit, and meet the appro- 
bation of his constituents. Those who heard him, could 
understand him, and those who did not appreciate his mo- 
tives could try him. 

Mr. LEVY made some remarks in suptnation of the ap- 
et that had been made for the Florida Indians; but 
ne was not heard sufficiently to be correctly reported. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the committee rise and report 
the bill; which motion was carried. 

The committee rose and reported the bill to the House 
with several amendments. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM then obtained leave, and moved a re- 
consideration of the vote yesterday, laying the graduation 
land bill on the table; and the further consideration of that 
motion was postponed to Monday next. 

Mr McKAY called for the previous question. 

Mr. VANCE asked the gentleman to withdraw the call 
for the previous question to enable him to submit the amend- 
ment of his colleague, [Mr, Scuencx,] in relation to the Wy- 
andott improvements, to the House. 

Mr. McKAY declined. 

The previous question being seconded, 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays on ordering the 
main question, which were ordered; and that question was 
taken and decidad in the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 44. 

The amendments were then concurred in; the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and it was read a 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. JAMESON de8ired to report some bills from the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. HUDSON moved an adjournment; which was agreed 
to. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions, presented to-day, 
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— handed to the reporters by the members presenting 
them: 

By Mr. I. E. MORSE: The petition of Charles Cappel of 
Markeville, Louisiana, praying for a confirmation to a tract 
of land: referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of Mathias Gish, and 
228 other citizens of Montgomery county, Ohio, praying 
for an appropriation to complete the Cumberland Road: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. A. P. STONE: The memorial of James Russell 
and 59 other citivens of the State of Ohio, praying Congress 
to furnish said Russell with the means to construct a nation- 
al planetarium at Washington. 

y Mr. H. DODGE: The petition of 144 citizens of the 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for the establish- 
ment of a mail-route commencing at Prairieville, via Gen- 
nesee, Eagle, Whitewater, Fort Atkinson, Snell's Lake, 
Mayhews, and Cottage Grove, to Madison, the seat of gov- 
ernment in said Territory: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 7, 1845. 

Mr. McDurrte resumed his seat to day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 
a message from the President, communicating, in 
compliane with a resolution of the Senate of the 5th 
of December last, a copy of the proceedings in the 
case of inquiry into the official conduct of Silas 
Reed, the surveyor general of Illinois and Missouri, 
and certain information in relation thereto. 

Also a message from the President of the United 
States, communicating, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of 10th December last, a report 
trom the Secretary of State, transmitting further 
correspondence touching the relations between the 
United States and the republic of Mexico. 

On motion by Mr. BENTON, ordered to be 
printed. 

Aleo laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Treasury Department, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with a resolution of the Senate of the 18th of 
April, 1844, information in relation to the expedien- 
cy of a new collection district, with a port of entry 
at the Cedar Keys, and exhibiting the amount of 
the revenue accruing in the district of St. Marks, 
and the expenses of collection, annually, from 1840 
to 1844. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, it was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a°memorial from a 
number of citizens of Delaware county, Pennsylva- 
nia, representing that they are opposed to the an- 
nexation of Fexas, and to the extension of slavery: 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also presented a memorial from a number of citi- 
zens of the county of Mercer, Pennsylvania, asking 
that the laws of Maryland and Virginia, now in op- 
eration in the District of Columbia, so far as they 
countenance and enforce the institution of slavery, be 
repealed; and that slavery be abolished in the Terri- 
tory of Florida; and that every attempt to annex 
Texas to the United States be resisted. 

The question of reception being raised, on motion, 
it was ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a memorial from the citizens of the Com- 
monwealth cf Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the passage of any act of Congress for the annexation 
of Texas to the United States: ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also presented a memorial from Henry Butler, 
asking that Congress may set apart a portion of the 
Territory of Oregon, for the = of colonizing 
the black population of Pennsylvania therein: or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial of a 
number of citizensof the Territory of Iowa, pray- 
ing that the Congress of the United States will grant 
a portion of their land for the purpose of enabling 
the people to improve the navigation of the Des 
Moines river in that Territory: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also presented a petition from A. H. Triplett 
and others, of Daviess county, Kentucky, praying 
for a reduction of the rates of postage, and the abo- 
lion of the franking privilege: ordered to lie on the 
table. , 

Also presented resolutions of the legislature of 
Kentucky, giving the consent of that State to the 
United States, for the purchase and holding of land 
at ornear Louisville, and at Paducah, Kentucky; 
and instructing the senators, and requesting the 
representatives from that State, to use their exer- 
tions to procure the passage ofa law making an ap- 
propriation of money to erect hospitals on said land, 
for which object the purchase was made: read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a petition from Nancy 














Colimer, the widow of the late Geo. Colimer 
ing for the of a law authorizing her to bein 
into the United States, from Texas, certain slaves. 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. : 

Mr. PORTER presented resolutions of the lecis. 
lature of Michigan, instructing the senators and re. 
—— the representatives from that State to use 
their influence to procure the of a law giy. 
ing that State the right to sell and convey the galt. 
spring yo to make + te — for the pur. 

ose of the nt: referred to the Commi 
Public came es 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from Joseph 
Norman and other residents of township 32, pray- 
ing that they may be allowed t@ relinquish the 16ih 
section, set apart for school purposes, and to enter 
section 19, in said township, in lieu thereof. 

Mr. ARCHER - presented a petition from differ- 
ent parts of the county of Lancaster, Pennsylvania 
asking for reform in the naturalization laws: refer. 
red to the Judiciary Committee. 


OREGON BILL. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the select committee to 
which was referred the bill from the House to or- 
ganize a territorial government in the Territory of 
Oregon, and for other purposes, reported the same 
back with an amendment. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBRIDGE, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the petition of 
Aaron Weeks and Nahum Ward. 


THE VOTE FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE PRES- 


IDENT. 

Mr. WALKER, from the committee appointed 
on the part of the Senate to join such committee as 
might be appointed on the part of the House of 
Representatives, to ascertain and reporta mode of 
examining the votes for President and Vice President 
of the United States, and of informing the persons 
elected of their election, reported in part the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the two Houses will assemble in the 
chamber ofthe House of Representatives, on Wednesday, 
the 12th day of February, 1845, at 12 o’clock; that one per- 
son be appointed teller on the part of the Senate, and two 
persons be appointed tellers on the part of the House, to 
make a list of the votes for President and Vice President of 
the United States, as they shall be declared; that the result 
be delivered to the President of the Senate, who will an- 
nounce to the two Houses assembled as aforesaid, the state 
ofthe vote, and the person or persons elected, if it shull ap- 
pear that a choice hath been made, agreeably to the consti- 
tution of the United States; which annunciation shall be 
received a sufficient declaration of the person or persons 
elected; and that the said | areata together with a list of 
the votes, be entered on the journals of the two Houses. 

The Senate, having considered the resolution, 
concurred therein. 

It was then ordered that Mr. Waker be the tel- 
ler on, the part of the Senate. : 

Onmotion by Mr. HANNEGAN, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the joint res- 
olution for the relief of Seth M. Leavenworth was 
taken up for consideration as in committee of the 
whole. 4 

The joint resolution authorizes the Postmaster 
General to ascertain, and to pay Seth M. Leaven- 
venworth; the amount of a sustained by him 
as contractor for carrying the United States mail, in 
consequence of the transfer of his contract to ano- 
ther. 

After a few remarks by Mr. JARNAGIN, in op- 
position to the bill, and by Mr. NILES explana- 
tory of it, it was, on motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, 
ordered to lie on the table. f 

The joint resolution to suspend a part of the third 
section of the joint resolution of the 11th Septem- 
ber, 1841, relating to armories, so as to enable the 
work on the naval depot at Memphis, Tennessee, to 
progress, was read the third time, and passed. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Jounson yesterday, was taken up for consideration, 
viz: 


Resolved, That there be furnished, for the use of the Sen- 
ate, the further number of —-— copies ofthe map of Tex- 
as, which has been engraved for the Senate, provided they 
be furnished ata price not exceeding that at which the ad- 
ditional copies heretofore ordered were limited. 


Mr. JOHNSON remarked that he had had a vast 
number of applications for a copy of this map. It 
was a document very much sought after, in the 
South especially. He did not receive a letter which 
did not contain a request fora copy. He therefore 
would move to fill the blank with 15,000 copies. 

Mr. TAPPAN suggested that 5,000 copies would 
be sufficient. 

Mr. SEVIER inquired what would be the ex- 


pense per copy. 
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